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ABSTRACT.
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ABSTRACT.
41

THE SISTER CITIES -OP BILOWNSVILLE, =RAS AND IL IIATAMOROSTAMAII

LIPAS REPRESENT A CLAMP; MICROCOSM OP U.SritEXICO BORDER °arum
4 THE COMBINED aitaaatcrsaffrics OP URBAN POVERTY, AN AGIC/CUIr.

TURALLT BASED ECONOMY, HIGH UNEMPLOYMENi, IN A PREDOMINATELY

HISPANIC POPULATION, COUPLED 'UTE A HIGH PERCENTAGE QP ILLEGAL
ALIENS P ODUCES A ertUATION OF POO HEALTH STATUS AS WELL AS
SEVERE : NEEDS,

IN 1954 THE OWNBVILLE HEALTH DEPARTMENT, ALONG wrra TRE
BROW CO I REAL= CLINIC, AND TEE BORDER RESEARCH
INSTITUTE AT TEXAS 3OUTHMOST COLLEGE, AND was SUPPORT PROM
THE U.S. DEPARTMENT OP mum AND HUMAN =MIA =MOON
AN UNPRECEDENTED HEALTH NEEDS ASSEEGIENT SURVEY OF I'15 POPULA-
TION . AN ORIGINAL INSTRUMENT WAS DEVELOPED IN ENGLISH AN./

SPANISH AND A RANDOM Wing OF LOW AND LOW- NIODERATE INCOME
ikayks OF TOWN WERE SURVEYED (& ,00E familia& THE SURVEY QUESTIONS
REPRESENT A WIDE ARRAY OF TYPICAL HEALTH NEEDS AREAL

TEE REStILIS OF THE SUM! PROVIDE NOT ONLY AN IN --DEPTH
ANALYSIS OP THE HEALTH NEEDS OF THE BROWNSVILLE AREA, BUT ALSO

REVEAL 11A.NT SUBTLE HEALTH NEED RELATIONSHIPS BETWEEN THE TWO

SISTER POPULATIONS.- TEE RESULTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS WILL SERVE

AS A MODEL FOR THE arms OF BROLINSVILLZ AND MATAMOROS TO
DEVELOP MORE EFFECTIVE HEALTH CARE DELFERY srairms DESIGNED
SPECIFICALLY TO PROVIDE SERVICES TO THE OCST UNDERSERVED SUB-
POPULATION IN THEIR &ESP AREAL SECONDLY, THE SURVEY
REPRESENTS A UNIQUE CASE " OF A ILSAUDDCO BORDER AREA,
HENCE, THE SURVEY MAY BE USED Damn= PERSONS AND
EN'ITITES IN BOTH COUNTRIES AND ALONG THE BORDER IN AN ATEMPT

TO UNDERSTAND THE COMPLEX ETIOLOGY OF HEALTH. SURVEY RESULTS

ARE BROICENDOWN INTO KANT SECTIONS ALLOWING FOR' A DETAILED

ANALYSIS OF THE EMIL= BY THE READER. ALSO. PROVIDED ARE
SUPPORTIVE DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS FOR BROWNSVILLE

NEIGHBORHOOCS FROM THE 1980 CENSUS OP .POPULATION.
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INTRODUCTION

A t

READER
THIS INTRODUCTION WAS DESIGNED TO PROVIDE THE READER

lam A VERY GENERAL OVERVIEW OF THE HEALTH Sv4TUS OF

LOW INCOME PERSONS IN SOUTH TEXAS. THE "AT TB

RMIC" POPULATION IN BROWNSVILLE IS NOT ONLY

OF THE OVERALL ,SOUTH TEXAS POPULATION BUT IS ALSO °YEW.

WHELMINGLY MEXICAN AMERICAN. THE INTRODUCTION EXAMINES

SOME OF THE MORE RECENT , RESEARCH FINDINGS IN THE LTTERA

TURE. AS WVIAL AS SEVERAL OF THE MOST COMMONLY HELD

MODELS PROPOSED FOR THE PLANATION OF POOR HEALTH

.N STATUS IN THE LOWER RIO GRANDE VALLEY AND BROWNSVILLE,

TEXAS. THE INTRODUCTION IS INTENDED TO PROVIDE THE

MTERESTED READER WT TII A BACKGROUND AND A POINT OF
DEPARTURE FROM WHICH TO UNDERSTANI2,MORE FULLY, THE

MEANING AND IMPWCATION OF THE RESULTS OP =IS STUDY.
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INTRODUCTION

Comprehensive and on-going essarch is ntedld all

'phases of the Mexicazeimerican experience in contemporary

Aserica. Mexican .American socio-cultural diversity in the

Southwest dictates a need for differential:research emphasis

from one local Mexican American population to the next. 14

the Lower Rio Grande Valley of Texas (Valley), poor health

status and lack of adequate health care facilities are two

overwhelming factors influencing Mexican American socio-
,

cultural advancement. Thy historic lack of interesi in the

health problems of Mexican Asericans has produced, is the

. case of the Valley, a general absence of accurate infordation

upon which to base the development of .preventive and

culturally sensitive health caLe. sodels designed to improve

the Mexican American condition.

The ct-ldition. of Mexican American health in the Valley

is complicated by a myriad of socio-economic. cultural, and

political factors. Populations in which the processes. of

accult ation and ;assimilation are active, pften find

selves in conflict with culturallr and socially defined

roles and values, thus iroducing a distinct marginality. The

Mexican American population often suffers from cultural and

societal marginality produced by the "push-pull" effect of

the "head-on collision" of cultures in the Valley.
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4

This introduction attempts a brief exaaination of the

most important societal and culturally determined influences

affecting Mexican American health status in the Valley. The

general purpose of the'Inroduction is to examine the socio-

cultural origins of conflict, which are so often overlooked

or misinterpreted in health matters. It is important to note

that the observations made herein are based upon the

'examination of primary and on-going research conducted in the

Valley. No less important is a lifetime of participation and

observation in Mexican and American Valley border culture.

In addition, it should be noted that the data presented in

this report are only a very small percentage of the massive

research necessary. for the development of effective models

for the improvement. of Mexican American health status in the

Valley and throughouethe United States.

OVERVIEW OF IMPORTANT SOCIO-ECONOMIC FACTORS

General health status is b6th reflective of and

determined by the quality of life of a population. However!

social indexes such as quality of life and socio-economic

status are complex indicators involving the multivariate

effects of inter-related identifiers. In addition, the

seemingly straightforward application of social definers in

complex populations often produces inaccurate and even

damaging results. When the social and cultural milieux are

combined, the syn7rgistic effects are oXten so confusing that

.42
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their .co-variation eludes even the moat astute observer.

This has certainly been the situation in the area of Mexican

American health research. That is, heal* status and the-
,

delivery of health care to the Me xican Aaeiican have suffered

from a systematic avoidance of their cultural needs by health

care providers and a misinterpretation of their culture by

researcbers.

In the ;power Rio Grande Valley of Texas, society and
,

culture have particularly complicated effects on health. The
4

Valley, located at the southernmost tip of the state and on

the border with Mexico, is characterized by its 'extreme

poverty, a, high percentage of Mexican. Americans, a large

'number of resident migrant farm Arkers, and the constant

multi-directional flow of Mexican immigrants. Survival in
4

this highly lynamic population is 'complicated by the

interactive changing forces of culture, society, and economy.

An examination of some of tht More revealing demographic

characteristics in the Valley Mexican American population

. demonstrate a remarkable similarity with the figures for the

urban Mexican aunicipios. That is. a rapidly growing

population with a high population density. The Valley's high

fertility and mortality rates, coupled with a high

immigration rate from aural Mexico, produce characteristics

of poor quality of life in Valley barrios (neighborhoods) and

colonies (unincarporatedrural settlements). -

The 1980 census of population reported that almost half

of all Valley residents fell below federal poverty

35
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guidelines. Approximate ,y 80 percent of all Valley residents

are Mexican American, 20 percent are non Spanish-surnamed and

fewer than one percent are Black. The population

characteristics for Brownsville reflect those of the Valley

in general, as over 90 percent of the apprpxiaately 100,000

residents are Mexican American, and over half (54.6Z) fall

below current federal poverty guidelines. The poor ,socio-

economic conditions and resulting poverty are undoubtedly

major contributing factors in the poor health status of the

Mexican Americans in the Valley. The existence of poverty in.

Texas exhibits well defined geographic distributions. The

-higbest incidence of povetty for Mexican Americans nationally

and he highest percentage for any ethnic group in the state

is found in the Valley. One might suspect)that these poverty

problems are acting in unison with'a poor state of health and

numerous other factors to produce compounding deleterious

effects. Poverty is associated with a general lack of

ability to supply the family with the necessary conditions to

support a "good" state of physical and mental health.

Probably the single most important factor in developing

socio-culturally sound models of health care delivery for

this population involvis the integration of northeastern

Mexican and southern Texas populations into one homogeneous

population. The professional must be cognizant of the socio-

, cultural universe from which the Mexican American has come as

well as the one that the Mexican has come into.
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That this important fact has been overlooked and misin

terpreted in the past, is clearly evidenced in the quality of

existing literature on Mexican American health status. The

volume of literature on Mexican American health and .behavior.

is as diverse as Its population itself and ranges the gamut

from the purely medical to the behavioral. In-addition, the

vast majority of the published literature is antiquated, very

stereotypical in nature, and in most cases repetitive.

However, the, literature has gone through, an evolution in

recent years and now begins to describe the Mexican Afterican

in a -more favorable light. However, characteristic .of

research and literature on Mexican American health status is

the fact thatino single source has ever effectively examined

all aspects of Mexican American health status when socio

economic and cultural factors were simultaneously' and

accurately evaluated. More importantly, little, if any, of

the published literature to date offers or proposes viable

and reasonable solutions for the improvement of Mexican

American health status and 'health 'care delivery systems.

The research literature on the Valley is no less

frustrating than other saterial published on Mexican American

health. Numerous publicatiops have addressed a myriad -of

health problems conce;ning Mexican Americans along the

border, but their combined value is discouraging.

Exceptionally limited in scope, intensity, and duration, they

have served more to confuse than to enlighten. There is one

-recent study that does seem to reflect anew direction in



statements on Mexican American health in South Texas. In his

study, Teller (1978), provides no new data. However, he has

gathered an -impressive army of local sad state sources to

describe the poor. health status of Mexican Americans and the,

need for continued work. He states, "Gas of the contemporary

dilemmas that confronts the younger, policy-oriented social.
i

,scientist working, in the Borderlands is the realization that

hisorherpolicyrecomasmirlationsoalproublYi Ao little to

affect the four deeply set societal factors noted .earlier;

poverty, professionalaess, 'dual health systems,. and racism.

Yet the feeling is that' analysis can be done that spawn,

recommendations which will .sake a dent in the system. I

bqlieve that one of the cost necessary efforts, besides chat

of collecting basic descriptive data on health status

indicators, is the initiation and evaluation of experimentil

Chi'cano-organized and actainistered consumer health

corporations" (Teller, 1978: p. 275-276). It is obvious that

Taller realizes the inadequacies and failures of "outside"

research and administrataion in the actual improvement of

Mexican American health status..

Although a massive body of locally generated literature

and data have been collected in the Valley by. federal, state,

county, local, and private health care providers, there is a

4P
consensus of feelings of confusion among thaw, confusion

complicated by a lack of communication, competition for

funds, and an overlap of services. It is generally realized,

however, that the existing tabulated demographic and health



statistics can not provide thee with the comprehensive And
ti

insightful model necessary for successful development of

health care delivery in the Valley.

SELECTED SOCIO- ECONOMIC MODELS

There are. literally scores of complicated social and

cultural factors which influence the health status and health

cars delfvery systems, in the Valley. Their individual

discussion are not practical here, however, a few of the more

significant patterns say be discussed.

Generational Effect. A, number of sociocultural models may

be varyingly applied and tested in the Valley. One of the

most applicable nodal& in the Valley concerns the effect of

the number of generations a person or faailr has lived in the

United States. That segment. of the Valley population that is

most severely affected by poor.health are the indigent, who

arc primarily recent arrivals from Mexico, immigrant, and

first and second _generation Americans. Hence, the socio-

cultural effect of entrenchment in poverty is widespread

among this population.

In these early generations there is an adherence to

Mexican customs, inclqing Mexican health beliefs and

practices. Indeed, both modern Mexican medical systems aavo

well as the more culturally traditional systems continue to

flourish. For (maple, in our sample of Brownsville

families, it was found that 45 7ercent of the adults (males



and females) listed Mexico as their place of birth. This

same population is characterized as iaprovished. Ia

addition, a large number of Valley Mexican Aaericans continue

to seek various aspects of health care on the :loan side of

the border. This is especially the case with e wide range

of prescription drugs which are readily available "over the

counter" and much cheaper in Mexico. In addition, a large

number of Valley Mexican 'American babitta--tte 'delivered at

home, attended by lay midwives (parteras). Even though it is

much more desirable to have babies born on the U.S. side,,

about 45 percent of the children inirownsville barrios were

delivered in Mexico by Mexican parterss. The general. trend

in the Valley is for Mexican health care dependency to

decrease, with, increase in socioeconomic and generational-

status.

Acculturation and Tradition. A second model, whose applica

tion has had varying degrees of sitcoms in the Valley, is the

acculturative. It is linked, of course, to seneration, but

it is more an artifact of various socioeconomic indicators.

The characterization of the Mexican American population, as

"traditional" and "non- traditional" of acculturated and non

acculturated, has been criticized when applied in a general

way and without care. It is clear, however, that in the

Lower Zia Grande Valley of Texas, a constant flow of

migration to and from Mexico produces a 'highly dynamic

population that is continually "turning over". Within the

a
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population which .is influx. there also exists a "core"

populition which remains reasonably permanent, constituting

the majority of the Valley barrio population.

The Mexican Aaerican population of the Valley ib very

'heterogenous, ant in many ways unique, differing socio-

culturally as -11 as demographically from most other Mexican

American Oopulatioss. With the exception of recent

immigrants to southern California, and some other border
A

areas, the Valley serves as the geographic and socio-cultural

"origin" for the Mexican American people. It is literally

the "will" from which the replenishing Mexican American
.

population is drawn. As the generational effect takes

place, or as an immigrant becomes first and second generation

Mexican American, populations more distant from the border

find themselves acculturating at a rate greater than thoie

who remain closer to the border. It is also important to

realize that although therd is an overall, positive

relationship between acculturation and an increase in socio7

economic status, in the Valley a much more complex situation

exists. Although acculturation and assimilation are

associated with socio- economic status, loss of cultural.

identity is generally Less frequent17 found in modbrately and

highly assimilated individuals. In the Valley, like other

places along the border, a Mexican American: can be

economically and educationally "succcessful" in an

assimilative sense; and therefore, still be more " Mexican"

-than' "American" from a cultural point of view. Thus, in the



adaptation of the Mexican to the border, education and

,econosic advancement are very functional tools for survival,

howevei, they do not necessitate the loss of one's culture.

In this case the culture in mind is not Mexican or 4agrica4

but "Mexican-American". Unfortunately, in a situation

complicated by.poverty and societal rclection, this "neither

here nor there" status ..leads very rapidly'to entrenchment and

to what has been called the "frontera effect" on mental

health (Zavaleta, 1979).

Rgelitt of Life. Given the unique characteristics of popula-

tion, society, and culture operating in northeastern Mexico

'and' south. Texas, the concept of quality of life emerges as

the most important social index of health status. Quality of,

life involves a.complex set of interacVtve measures ranging

frog the'- socio-economic to the behavioral. In general,

quality of life is an, overall estimate of the status of a

population, and involves, an assessment relative to socio-

economic situation; hence, a go%.d or average quality of life

allows for adequate standards of living relative to existing

conditions. In conditions of good quality of life, health

problems are minor, children grow and develop normally and no.4

specific manifestation of epidemic health problems exist.

However, in contrition: of less than optimal to poor quality

of /Ifs, morbidity rates are high, especially those related

to food, air, and water-borne diseases. In addition, infant

and maternal mortality rates are high, life expectancy is
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low, children show a failure to thrive, mental retardation is

comm. The list continues. Or

One serious stumbling block encountered by researchers

not familiar with the complexities of the Mexican Aserican

'experience is the confusiOn of economically determined

situations with cultural ones, or aore'specifically, the

labeling 'of an economically generated factor as a cultural

trait. Inv the case of the Mexican American population this

has. bee especially common. The Most blatant exaepls of this

is the practice of local, health providers to attribute

poverty and poOr quality of life to Mexican cultural

,practices. The stereotypes are many, and well known, and do

not need to be listed here. When poor quality of life is

continually accepted as cultural in origin, the conditions

are perpetuated and even worsen. It is couonly believed

that there is no solution to "cultural" probleas because,

"yom can't change culture."

Contrary to popular belief, it is )9town that qualicy

of life does not improve as one sores into urban barrios of

the Valley frost Mexico, but rather, it decreases markedly.

In fact, the 'move from rural Tamaulipas to the urban

frontera, generally requires a substantial decrease in quality

of life. The subsequent move from the urban Mezican'froratsza

barrio to the urban U.S. frontera barrio cpsplicates matters
C.

substantially and qua.Uty of life decreases further. I as,

of course, speaking in general terms, and of the overall

43
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index, and in some cases, individual coaponenta within the

matrix improve or change. In reality, what generally happens

is new ,and heretofore unfamiliar probleas arise that

complicate barrio existence. The general assmkption that

Mexican immigrants come hare to improve their. quality of life

is basically accurate. What is not ,cl'arly Anderstood is

that there are man\ unforesden "pit .falle,awaiting the

immigrant. NatFrally, the commog belief that availability,e.

American material goods will improve quality of life is not

so.' klthougb, it is widely believed that Mexican immigrants

are better off in the U.S. than in rural Mexico, our data

hold this to be only partly true. Examination of the human

condition in urban Mexico border- towns demonstrate every

possible health horror. The attempt at survival in a hostile

society and in a Valley barrio or colonia is complicated bi

extreme poverty and the Mexican American's entrapseent as s

socio-culturally displaced person. Further study and

quantification of this important model is4Obcessav so that

clarification and separation of econoaic sad cultural

influences on health may be sifted-out and evaluated

according to priority.

The reality of the situation of' low-incoae Mexican

Americans in the Valley is that modails such as the

generational effect, acculturation, and quality of life are

all component parts of one whole. They can note readily be

separated, although each has its own unique characteristics.

By way of example, I have chosen five areas of major



iaportaime of Mexican American healthustatus to address

briefly and individually. These Valley-wide problems include

under - utilisation and inadequacies of health services, poor

environmental conditions in Valley barrios and colonies,

births attended by lay-midwit:ts (oarteras)A curanderisao,lor

Mexican American folk medicine, and finally. poor nutrition.

Each of thus items constitutes a major complex of factors

affecting 'Metican American health status in the Valley. In

addition, each has an individual etiology.encompassing a

combination of diverse socio-cultural factors.

linderutilization And Inndeouacli of Facilities. In many

Asiican'Axerican populations underutilization of health care

fscilities aeees to be a serious problem. Population

specific problems are precipitated by a variety of socio-

cultural obstacles. In the Valley, underutilization has. not

been a serious problem because of the overall lack of

adequate health care facilities and trained personnel. There

are many barriers that Mexican Americans are faced with in.

their daily search for health care and parmmount'among them

are socio-cultural factors. tack of sensitivity on the part

of persons 4t. the priaary levels of health care, such as

people not familiar w;.th Mexican American socio-cultural'

reality, produce damaging and long-term effects upon this

socio-aconoaically marginal people. Probably the single

largest obstacle to health care is poverty, that is, not only

at the population level, but also at the provider level.
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Although tresendous strides* have bien made in recent years,

the Valley Mexican American population continues to grow at a

rate which exceeds the ability of local institutions to

provide services and facilities proportionate to the rate of

population growth.

Poor Environmental Health. The Valley continues to be

plagued by poor enviroomentaLhealth conlitions, Among the

most severely affected entities are the low-income Mexican

American barrio* and colonial. A. barrio is defined as an
11

urban neighborhood, whereas a calonia,is defined as a rural

unincorporated group of homes and other assorted buildings.

Barrios exist, within city limits and are, for the most part

supplied with at least electricity, running water, and sewer

lines. The fact thatwater and sewer lines-exist, however,

does not guarantee that a family wila have indoor sanitary

facilites, in many cases the opposite is true. The barrio

also represents the place of origin of a very characteristic

mental health syndroms mentioned earlier, "frontera effect."

Widespread mental health problems occur within. this "at-risk"

population that has a daily fight for survival. The rates of

substadti abuse aaong Valley Mexican American barrio,

residents are,thoughttto be one artifact of the manifestation

of "frontera effect." While the barrio represents an urban

environment, the colonia is generally -. rural. In most cases a'

colonia will be surrounded by. agricultur.1 _fields and. monte

(South Texas brush). Some
1

of the worst health problems see_,



in thelalley originate is Valley ,coLoniss,. Few colonies ire.

serviced by water, and sewer lines. Outdoor privies and

drinking water drawn .Eros wells'contaminated with raw :sewage

runoff are the order of the ,day in colonies. Insecticide and

pesticide poisoning are common, in that often, water is drawn

from nearby irrigation canals. A large percentage of the

population are "undocumented workers", who live with the

constant fear of deportation. As a result of this fear, they'

are reluctant to seek medical help until diseases are in an

advanced stage. Childhood diseases, poor nuveitional status,

and high infant mortality rates are, common. The overall

situation is very reminiscent of urban Mexican border slUms.

As mentioned earlier, these slums demonstrate the absolute

lowest quality of life in Mexico.

some Deliveries and Lay, Midwifery. In the Valley an

inordinately large percentage of Mexican American babies are

delivered at "home" (often at the home of the partera) by lay-

midwives. This fact, in of itself, does not constitute a

health problem. For untold numbers of generations. Mexican

and Mexiten American woaep have delivered babies unattended

by trained medical personnel. Not only was/is the vartera a

viably health adaptatkon in rural, agricultural, non-.

technological south Texas and northeastern Mexico, but-they

constitute a cultural way of life in a world in which

adaptive mechanisms for survival are not questioned. In the

contemporary urban, non-agricultural, Mexican American
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population of the Valley, °erten': serve a useful function as

long as there are no birth complication. A general lack of

Communication between partsras and medical professionals has

produced in the Valley a serious health problem. Because of

the lack of recorded statistics,' the exact number of birth

related defects and pert -natal deaths are not known. In

addition, the state of Texas has just recently implemented a

law regulating the practice of midwifery. Given the high

birth rate and poverty is the Valley, midwifery is a very

lucrative business. Valley Mexican Americans expecting a

trained lay-midwife like that of Maike sometimes find

themselves the victims of untrained and inexperienced

narteras. Naturally there are those who are very efficient

in their work and in many cases, maintain communication with

local physicians in came of complications.

Curanderismo and Mexican American Folk Medicine. Probably

one of the moss 'misunderstood and misrepresented aspects of

Valley tlealth care is the practice of curanderismo. Included

in this group are verberos, sobadores, esniritnalistas,

hueseros, t,u .1, etc. These individuals, both male and

female, provide a variety of services which like the

partera, are culturally adaptive. Today only a small and'

decreasing segment of the general Mexicin American population

in the Southwest aTres to the cultural "traditionality"

required to frequent curanderos and other healers. This

usually includes older immigrants and possibly first



generation Mexican Americans. In the Valley, however, the

situation is somewhat different. As we have seen, a rather

Barge percentage of the'population are immigrant or first

generation Mexican Americana. idditionally, the proxisity to

Mexico generates a. certain level of cultural awareness which

transcends socioeconomic status and prevades.all aspects and

levels of Mexican American U. in the Valley. The

"affluent" person is, in many cases, just as likely to seek

some form of treatment frog the nonmedical folk lealer, as

is the recent' immigrant. While, curanderismo no longer

represents the overwhelming preference for health care in the

Valley, it is alive and well, a persistent ,I.ternative to the

"failure" of modern medical methods. Curanderismo does not,

in any opinion, constitute a health problem, but rather a

health asset, one that has been rarely cultivatld by modern

medical health care deliverers. 'Clearly, the curandero and

physician can work together to provide "complete" health care

for the Mexican American who requires it. In at least one

case I know of, a young Mexican American physician encouraged

the family of a hospitalized person to "bring7in" a curandero

to perform the ritual needed to complete the healing process.

Regardless of its medical value, the psychological value to

the Mexican American community, is immense.

Poor Nutritional Status. The final major health problem in

the Valley is poor and inadequate nutrition. I would like to

mention certain socio-culturally determined aspects of poor
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nutrition known to be operating in the Valley. Numerous

nutrition studies have characterized Valley Mexican Americans

as poorly nourished, that is, a lack of one or more of the

necessary nutrients -required for normalphysiological func-

tion. Today,. extreme signs of protein-energy malnutrition

are rarely seen in the Valley. Rove ver, more salient indi-

cators of inadequate nutritional status persist, and'cultural

factors are often blamed for poor nut.rition. Poverty is the

overwhelming reason for malnutrition. Malnutrition is one of

tha important influences on physical health of a population.

Indeed, the World Uealth Organization (WHO) has.clearly

demonstiated that child growth status is the most revealing

indicator of overall quality of life of a population, and

nutrition is ,the most basic.force regulating child growth and

developmet. The influence of nutritional status is. felt pre-

natally oa the developing fetus as well is post- natally in

the first year of life. During the pre-school years, proper

nutrition is required for continued development. We know

that a hungry school child is a child who does not learn at

am optimal rate, and during adolescence, the growth spurt and

adequate muscular development are dependent upon proper

nutrition. During earls adulthood, a histpry of poor

nutrirton increases the probability of producing a subsequent

generation of physically and mentally deficient children. In
#

the later jeers of life, poor. nutrition produces or

accelerates any number of degenerative and debilitating

diseases and conditions common, in poor populations.



=BARCH ME1110DOLOGY

THE HURT OP ANY RESEARCH PROJECT X THE THOD

IN WHICH IT 5 C9NDUCTED. TICS SECTION PROVIDES TES

READER sara Discussiog. ON r- How THE STUDY WAS

CONDUCTED. EACH swum DEALS wns SOME IMPORTANT

ASPECT IN THE. SURVEY DESI9N AND DATA COLLECTION.
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THE METHODOLOGY

*its

SURVEY DWG!.

The sample survey is tha moat common method, of

collecting 'socio-economic and relateddata. The basic

concept underlying survey methodology takes into

consideration the fact that a whole is made lip of parts, and

that the parts fit togither in some meaningful manner. In

addition,. the design car any survey must include assurance

that the survey will produce some important benefits. Rance,

..this requiret a -.substantive knowledge of the field in which

the survey is to be conducted. Secondly, the survey must be

conducted at a r% easonable cost, which requires .a familiarity-)

with the state of technology in survey research. Finally,.

the proposed survey'must be reasonable enough to have a

chance to be funded, and therefore requires a familiirity

with the state-cf-mind of the funding sources.

'The design of any survey requires that the following

pertinent questions be answered:

4 1. Is the goal or purpose clearly stated with some

potential, benefits that would justify the

expenditures involved?

2. Does the design fit the goal or purpose of the

OM

study?
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Is there at least a rough-working, theoretical

structure to guide the detailed design?

4. Is a surrey really necessary?

Will a single survey suffice, or is it

necessary to revisit and re-interview?

6. Is the. general allocation of resources an

efficient one?

Are the basic outlines of the operational,

details proper.. that is, the sample, the type

of interview, the designated respondent, and

the analysis plans?

3. What are the basic limitations of the study?

Is some possible resource of funding available?

This .study was designed as a health needs assessment

survey of Brownsville, Texas. Throcihout the planning phase,

the goal of a health needs assessment was kept clearly in

mind. IrL planning the survey there was a tendency to lean

toward health status assessment, since the, health status

survey is more commoi.In developing the method for

determining health needs assessment, a large number of health

professionals, sodial service agencies, and existing survey

instruments-were consulted.

The dosign of this health needs assessment survey.

provides for a wide-range of independent variables, -which

influence an extensive array of dependent variables drawing

from all the major areas of health need.
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The survey utilized a cross- sectional design, in which a

random selection of households were sampled once over a

specified data collection timetable. This cross-sectional

design used a probability technique, which is standard

operating procedure in socio-economic surveys. The important

feature lof probability sampling is that it is based upon

theory and method of sampling designed so that every member

of the population has .a known non-zero chance of falling into

the sample. In probability sampling,, one' does not select

elements directly, but makes uss Qf a sampling frame, that

is, a list of the elements in the population to be studied.

4 survey of this nature is usually based upon the random

selection of, a sample. This survey complies with that

feature. That is, the basic units to be sampled are home

addresses selected completely at random.

A method was devised whereby, .neighborhoods, blocks, and

address numbers were selected for sampling, guaranteeing a:

comprehensive representativeness of the city. In addition,

the method of stratification was employed in the detign so as

to make it possible to reduce the variance of the estimates

and to divide the population into groups for which different

statistical procedures wece employed. The sample population

was arranged into subdivisions or strata according, to

neighborhoods and/di planning zones from which a random

sample was selected.

The basic unit sampled in this survey was the household.
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Households were identified according to neighborhoods,

planning zones and by home addresses. Ultimately, the

questioning Vas conducted with the head of household ;resent

in the home at the time the survey was conducted. No ra
t*

interviews were conducted. Time did not alloy for re

interviews, nor WWI it necessary to "return"
, to an address.

whict. coul4 not provide data at till,/ time the interviewer was

present.

All variables included in the questionnaire were divided

into standard independent vs. dependent categories.

Independent variables included the typical demographic

markers and indentifiers for the',, purpose of producing a.

profile Of the person, family, or:, 'neighborhood in need of

- health service, as well as for the Manipulation of the

dependent variables. The dependent variables in this study

included all of the questions related to health needs

assessment.

TRE SAMPLE

A random sample of households was selected from 411 low

and low to moderate income areas is Brownsville, Texas,

including the extraterritorial jurisdiction (Et:). Figure

2 provides a visual representation of the areas surveyed

relative to the remainder of the city and area. A projected

sample size rangihg ibetween 2,500 and 3,006 households within

the survey area was determinead necessary for obtaining

statistically significant, -results. The city planning
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department provided a current' listing of planning zones with

absolute numbers of households in each zone. The total

number of housing units was proposed for the survey. A

sample size of 3,000 provided a sample of approximatelyt11

A
.percent of all existing housing units. The most recent city

4

planning addtess map was used to select the !awls from the

.city planning zones. The madam and comprehensive nature of

the 4urvey was double checked in an on-going fashion

throughout the data collection phase. Table 1 provides a

..complete breakdown of the sample size by zone. The use of

planning zones in the survey (stratificion) produced real

neighborhood characteristics of each area surveyed.

In a survey of this nature, there are factors which

- affect the outcome of the results called error factors. Any

(survey has a number of different error factors working in

unison to affett the results. The methodology must minimize

the survey error by knowing what error producing factors to

look for. For example, in any survey there will be missing

data. In this survey the 4omputer program was designed to

automatically adjust for missing data so as not to produce an

error in the results. A.no-response to a particular question

or questions was coded as missing data. Another source of

error was the lack of complete randomness of the survey.

Complete randomness is almost impossible to obtain,

therefore, as error factor will always be present. However,

it may be minimized. Any departure from randomness tends to

add variance ,to the results as well, at to skew the
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SAMPLE ?SIZE DETERMINATION

TABLE I

TOTAL NUFNPINTgm NEIGH ORHOOD, jO TN TS UNITS SAMPLED SAMPLE

1 Buena Vida

2 Orisinal Tovnsite

3 Garden Park

4 Palacio del Sol

5 Los Ebanos

6 Rio Viejo

7 Villa Verde,

2,339 167

1,159 158

399 106

66 22

1,493 52

1,302 60

1,809 214

8 Riverside 2,337 271

9 Honeydale 810 77

10, Hominoids 264 19

- 11 Media Luna 1,334 39

12 Palo Verde 1,896 140

13 Southaost 2,728 298

14 Acacia Central 1,036 141

15 Land-O-Lakes 8/5 29

19 Quail Hollow 34 10

20 El Jardin 1,239 172

21 Nopalito Towasite , 412 18

22 La Posada 511 187

23 La Lomita 260 53

25 Fish Hatchery 112 59

28 Cameron Park 165

30 ETJ 1,097 30

31 ETJ 82

7.1

8.9

11.8

33.3

3.5.

4.6

11.8

11.6

9.5

7.2

2.9

7.4

10.9

13.6

3.5

29.4

'13.8

36.6

20.4

52.6

30.-0
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distribution.

DATA COLLECTION

An essential feature of any survey design is the

selection of t.he data collection method to be used. For

exaaple, in some cases a telephone survey may be appropriate,
4

while in otherd, a direct-mail approach is useful. This

survey utilized an enumerated questionnaire technique. That

is, a queitionnaire (also called an instrument) was fiLled

out by an " enumerator" who went door-to-door in the survey

area. The enumerator read aloud the questions to which the

head -of - household responded.

The questionnaire used in this study was original in the

sense that it was designed specifically for this study.

-Certain questions included in the questionnaire came frog

other sources such as the U.S. Hispanic Health and Nutrition

Examination (Hanes .III) questionnaire. Questions from the

Hispanic Health Survey were included specifically so that the

results from that survey would be comparable to this survey.

The vast majority of questions included in the questionnaire

were original.

The development of the survey instrument was a lengthy

process and included the input of a wide-range of health

professionals. The general objective of the health, needs

assessment was kept in mind in the development of the

questionnaire. While the general objective was to measure

health needs, specific objectives included the determination
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of need for 'specific categorise of health such as chronic

health problems, maternal, and child health pr4blems.

The plan 'of analysis called for the use of a combination

of different types of questiont. The most prevalent type was

the posittve/negative response Question. It is important to

note that this survey measures' the population's perception of

their own health needs. Consequently, the responies were

based upon some measurable opinion, Attitude, impression or

.:perception. A. second type of question included in the

questionnaire was the weighted-response question. This type

of question allowed the inve6ikgator. t de iiine the

magnitude of need. For example t....440;g0ed-re se choice

might range from strongly agree, t one 'end of the scale, to
Mom

strongly disagree at the other end. A third type of question

used was the "best selection question, based on priority of

need. In this case, the survey population was provided with

a wide-range of possibilities and asked to select the most

appropriate answer. This type of question was used to

determine the magnitude and priority of need.

Another area which- was taken into cnasideration in the

development of the survey questionnaire was the

specifications necessary for fast and efficient data

manipulation. For example, the questionnaire was arranged in

such a way as to facilitate its enumeration and *encoding. In

addition, specific numbers of response spaces were provided

which corresponded to the questions asked and the variable



numbers to be coded.

Many more questions had been developed than could be

reasonably included in the questionniire, therefore, there

had to be a question reduction process based upon need,

category and redundancy. The final questionnaire, although

far from perfect, was a product of months of determining the

"right" number of questions and the "right" kinds of

questions to be included in 'the survey.

Once a. draft questionnaife was established, it was

translated into Spanish. This process requ4red that the.

Spanish translation be as accurate as possible to that of the

English version of the questionnaire. In addition, the

Spanish version had to be dialectically appropriate for the

survey area, South Texas/Northern Mexico. When the English

and Spanish versions of the questionnaire were ready, copies

were produced and administered to the interviewer-trainees.

This process enabled us to train the interviewer and also to

de-bug the questionnaire. The end result was an English and

Spanish version.

The survey questionnaire was divided up into variables.

A total of 113 variables were included, with 238 possibl

responies. The survey questionnaire was designed for an

adult head-of-,household to respond with enumerator

assistance. All data collection was a one-to-one personal

encounter.

Variables 1 thrOugh 13 were independent variables which

provided a demographic profile of the respondent. Variables

62



14 through 25 were designed for the respondent to answer
4

questions concerning his/her spouse. 'Variables 26 through 99

were health related dependent variable.; designed to assess

faaily health needs. .

VARIABLE NUMBER.

1

2

TABLE 3

INDEPENDENT VARIABLES

VARIABLE LABEL

Relspondent's Age

Respondent's Place of Birt4

3 Respondent's Ethiicity

4 Respondent's Educational
Attainment

5 Respondent's Work Status

6 Working Outside ofRousehold

7 Respondent's Work Category

8 Respondent's Language 0
Preference

9

10

14

15

16

17

63

'Ability to Read and Write
English

Ability to Read and Write
Spanish

Respondent's Marital Status

Worked Missed Due to Illness

Health Condition Which
Limits Activity

Spouse's Age

Spouse's Place of Birth

Spouse's Ethnicity

Spouse's Educational Attain
ment
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VARIABLE 'NUMBER

18

19

20

21.

22

23

21c

25

INTERVIEW THEORY

VA4AnE LABEL.

Spouse's Work Status

Spouse's Work Category

Spouse's Laiguage Preference

Spouse's Ability to
Write English

Spouse's Ability
Write Spanish

Read and

Read and

Spouse's Health Conditions
Which Limits Activity

Home Owuership Stat7

Length of Resident.

The general theory of interviewing concerns how to

obtain the inforoutiou required by the objectives of the

project from the individuals selected, by the sampling

piacedures. Simply asking people questions doe:541ot_ arrays

provide accurate results. Researchers agree that the purpose

of the theory of interviewing is to "develop generalized

knowledge of the interviewing process to guide the

development of technique and to improve the quantity and

quality of data." To this end, the interviewers employed to

conduct this survey were familiarized with the theory of

interviewing, based upon the environment of the survey

pbpulatioa. Originally, data were to be collected in all

areas of Brownsville. However, the survey population

-7
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selected from the upper and upper - middle socio-ocdnomic

neighborhoods were uncooperative and at times. hostile. Zn

order to maximize the use of the available funding fior the

study, in terms of sample size and quality of data, it was

decided to concentrate upon the low and low- middle socio-

economic neighborhoods. The interviewers were throughly

briefed on the characteristics of the survey population.

Interviewers were asked' to adapt a "role theory" of

interviewing, in which they were to put themselves into the

context of the environment in which they were interviewing.

It was felt that the "best" data wouLd be collected by

persons who were as similar as possible tp those .they would

be interviewing. It was theorized that the most common

respondent would be s young, Hispanic married female head-of-

household.. -Therefore, young, Hispanic female interviewers.
would *be the least threatening and would collect the most

accurate responses. In the hiring process, an attempt_ was

made to employ as many Hispanic females as possible. the

hypothesis was confirmed. The majority of interviews were

conducted with young, female Hispanic heads-of-household,, and

the Hispanic female interviewer collected the "best" data.

As mentioned earlier, role theory suggests the usefulness of

role playing as a training device and as an active technique

for interviewing.

Another important consideration in interviewing theory

is the contact rate. The contact rate is the average amount

of time needed to conduct one interview from start to finish,
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including travel time._ For this study, an estimated contact

rate of one hour was considered appropriate with an actual

questioning time of thirty

ratio (1:1)`was expected,

minutes. Therefore, a one-to-one

one completed interview for every

one hour worked. This estimated contact rate allowed the

data collection supervisors to have a system of quality

control in terms of _amount of work performed ig the field.

In terms of the control of the quality of the data collected,

there was an informal system 0 inter and intra-interviewer

error check implemented. That is, it was critical that there

was consistency in the interviewing technique between

interviewers, just as it was important that there was

consistency within each interviewer. It. was ,estimated that

variation between interviewers ranged up to, but not greater

than. 10' percent, while variation . within any single

interviewer was estimated at less than 5 percent.

The final aspect of interview theory taken into

consideration was completeness. Completeness refers to the

ability of the interviewer to gather all, the information

required for a single intekview, as well as to the ability of

the interviewer to maintain the 1:1 ratio mentio_ned earlier.

Only in the ideal sense,is there perfect completeness in a

I

survey. Therefore, quality control was on-going so as to

4.nimize incomplete interviews, which yielded a missing data

error factor as well as a substandard collection rate.

R.



INTERVIiV TRAINING

Interview training took into consideration all of the

factors mentioned above in the theory of interviewing section

as well as basic interviewing techniques. The interviewing

trainee attended a two week course which amounted to

approximately eighty hours of classroom and field activity.

The training curriculum included discussion of the interview

environment as well as basic inter-personal communication and

interviewing skill and procedure. The ability to communicate

the questions accurately to the respondent is essential

in survey research. The respondent must correctly understand

the questions which are being asked of him/her and must

himself /herself possess the information requested. The

41141

- responden t must also be able and willing to communicate the

informatien. Finally, the system of receiving and recording

the information must function correctly. All of these

requirements must be met, thus, requiring special skills on

the part of the interviewer. The interviewers were trained

on numerous issues. First and foremost, ekey were trained

not to assume that the respondent understood the question

perfectly. Secondly, they were trained to avoid redundancy

in their questions and statements. Thirdly, they were

trained when to be leading and when not to ask a leading

question. And.last, interviewers were trained how to cue an

informant and how to be probing, but by thb same token, not

to "put answers in the respondent's mouth." The end result of

,the two week training course produced a group of individuals
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r.

who were familiar with the survey environment, who were

trained, in survey theory' and technique, and who had been

field tested. The following represents the most common

interviewer errors encountered in a study of this nature:

1. Failure to probe initial response

2. Improper probing

3. "Unexplained changes of code or answers including

erures

4. Circling errors

5. Answer recorded in wrong.place

6. Failure to complete questionnaire

7. Unclear or nebulous parenthetical notes

8. Omission and superfluous notes

As with any field survey, there are ,standard data

collection obstacles which can be categorized as;follows:

Nda-response:

Address not a dwelling:

77
68

This may be defined as failure

to obtain a usable report from

an individual who properly

falls into the sample. Non

response in this stud

referred to the failure

inability to respond to a comes=

tion or category of questions.

There were occasions in

which addresses selected for



inclusion did not have a

dwelling uni. In this case,

an alternate address was

selected.

Address non - existent: ,There were occasions where an

address selected at randoh was

non - existent. In this Cass, an

alternate address was selected.

Mdress vacant: There were times, when an

address selected for inclusion

was vacant. In this case, an

alternate address was selected.

Refusals:\ These were defined as complete

refusal to cooperate in the

survey. The refusal or "turn

away" rate was very low in this

study.

Nobody at Rom . In the event, that nobody was at
t.

Read-of-Rousohold
Not-at-Home:

home, an attempt at re-inter

viewing was made. This was not'

a problem since the number of

not-at-homes was very low..

There were cases in which a

head-of-household was not at

home at the time the



interviimer arrived, in which

case, an attempt at re-

intervieuing vas made. No data

were collected from non-heads-

of household.

4ddiess Inaccessible: Since data ,colIzct.-:.on took

place in the PalL 1.naccessible

addresses were at tines a

problem because of weather.

However, inaccessible addresses

were re-interviewed.

,

tRE PRE-TUT: The survey design provided for a pre-test, a

. two week data collection phase in which the survey,

questionnaire was de-bugged and the interviewers were

trained. Ths pro-test provided the principal investigator

with an opportunity to make any final adjustments or fine

tuning to the survey methodology. In addition, it allowed

the principal investigator an opportunity to test the survey-

selection model.

There was a clearly defined process established for data,

collection. The interviewers were divided into two teams,

each with a supervisor. The supervisor picked up the daily

or weekly assignments, supervised, data collection, and

delivered this completed survey documents to the office. The

supervisors gave the principal investigator a daily report

and consulted with him/her on data collection and personnel

79
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problems. Once a week there was a general staff meeting of

all survey personnel with the principal investigator for the

purpose of. status report and.tro4ub,le-shooting.

Zn additida to- the data gained through the, survey

questionnaire, there-were data collected from non-survey

sources. Demographic profiles of the survey neighborhoods

were developed by using data from the 1930. Census of

Population. Maps from the census as.,well se, from the

Brownsville Planning Department were used in formulating this

assessient of health needs.

DATA PREPARATION AND ANALYSIS,
.00

Once collected, the data were prepared for analysis.

Data preparation entailed the editing and reviewing's:if the

questionnaire for any sort of abnormality. Questionnaires

which passed the editing and reviewing process were then

assigned an I.D. number and coded onto 13M Fortran statement
,..

sheets. Coding refers to the transcription of the numerical

responses on t e questionnaire form to a coding form. Tha

coding form faci Mated the keypunching process because the

keypuncher did doi have to flip pages but instead, only had

to follow numbers across a,page. Keypunching was done on an

IBM model 29 keypuncA machine designed for eighty column

cards. Each questionnaire or "cased required four, eighty

column fards. The keypunching -f process was on-going

throughout the,data collection phase so that the keypunch

process was always ,"current" with the data collection. All
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keypunch.iiig was veriti$d wi.th the code sheet. Subsequently,

the punched cards were transferreci to a permanent tape file.

Once the permanent file was ready, a preliminary run was

generated to identify any "outlyers" in the data and to

verify the variable code indentifiers. Any corrections were

made on the permanent file tape.. The file tape was then

ready for.the first variable ruprir

Figure 2 illustrates' in a .flow diagram the steps

undertaken in the data preparation phase:

COMPLETED QUESTIONNAIRE

EDIT AND REVIEW OF QUESTIONNAIRE

ASSIGN I.D. NUMBER

CODING

CHECK CODING

KEYPUNCHING

KEYPUNCH VERIFYING

TRANSLATE CARDS TO FILE TAPE

RUN CODE CHECK

CODE CORRECTION3

TRIAL VARIABLE RUN

FILE' READY
Job

ANALYKS

The computer analysis of the data consiste0 of the

generation of siiple descriptive statistics. Statistifal

manipulation of the data were accomplished by a program known
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as the Statistical Package for the Social Sciences (SPSS).

The first computer run calculated descriptive statistics for

the total sample, male, and female respondents included. The

second run broke dawn results by male and female respondent.

Computer run three provided results by zone.

Once the results were generated the approximately

40,000 pages of computer output were collated into tables for

each variable. Tables were created for the general results

as well as for the zone results. The zone results were then

represented in the fors of histograms for a va6al

representation of the results.

The entire research project was conducted by the Border

Research Institute (STILMAR).at Texas Southaost College. The

Research Institute provided indirect cost and secretarial

support for the project.
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SURVEY INsrRumlarrs

THE FOLLOWING statrzr QUESTIONNAIRES WERE SPECIFICALLY

DESIGNED FOR TEX sruDy. A LENGTHY PROCESS OF MECUM

HEALTH NEED QUESIYON AREAS AND APPROPRIATE quEsnon

IVTIVIN SACS AREA WAS CONDUCTED. SSME ominous WERE

TAKEN FROM OR STYLED AFTER THE HISPANIC HEALTH SURVEY

SO THAT RESULTS OF TSB STUDY WOULD BE COMPARABLE WM.

TEAT STUDY WREN AVAILABLE. BY AND LARGS ME SURVEY

QUESTIONNAIRE DEVELOPED FOR TICS SURVEY IS ORIGINAL. THE

QUESTIONNAIRE IS DIVIDED UP afro INDEPENDANT AND DEPENDANT

VARIABLES. ME INDEPENDANT VARIABLES REPRMEN'T A WIDE

ARRAY OP DEMOGRAPHIC MILIMPIERS, WHZ.E THE DEPENDANT

VARIABLES INCLUDE TEE ACTUAL HEALTH NEEDS QUESTIONS.

THE ORIGINAL ENGLER VER&Oil WAS TRANSLATED INTO SFAS
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CITY og num=

MIZE NEEDS ASSESSMENT SURVEY

INTERVIEWER (5) /(6) .

LIT (7)

Code I for Female
Code 2 for Male

Zan .r.

ADDRESS

TIME
(Begin)

First, I'd like to ask you a few questions about the people who usually
live in this household. Let's begin with yourself and then your spouse.

COL. i

1. How old were you on your last birthday? 8

1 - 15 to 19 years
2 - 20 to 24 years
3 - 25 to 34 years
4 . 35 to 44 years
5 - 45 to 54 years
6- 55 to 64 years
7 - 65 to 74 years
S - 75 to 84 years
9 - 85 years and over

2. Where were you born?

1 - USA not Texas
2 - Texas not Valley
3 - Valley
4 - Mexico not Tamaulipas
5 - in Tamaulipas
6 -Other

3. In whi.% of the following groups would you consider yourself
to be?

1 - Last name Sp=nish 10
2 - Last name not: apanish/

711=1,M,N11=10



COL. #

4. Which of the following BEST describes your educational attainment?

111 - No gchool at all
2 - Did not complete elementary school
3 - Completed elesientary'school only
4 - Did not complete junior high,. school
5 - Completed junior high school only
6 -Did not complete high school
7 - Completed high school. only
8 - Did not complete college
9 - College graduate

5. Are you currently working? 12 ,

1 - Yes
2 - No

6. Do you work outside of the household?

- Yes
2 - No

7. Which of the following categories best describes the

kind of work you do?

1 - Managerial and professional occupation
2 - Technical, sales and administrative'support

occupations
3 - Service occupations retail
4 - Precision production, craft, and repair occupations

S - Farming, fishing occupations
6 - Machine operators and assemblers
7 - Transportation and materials movers

- Service occupations household
9 - Laborer, unskilled

Which language do you prefer to speak?

I - English
2 - Spanish
3 - Both

9. Do you read and wrt e in English?

1 - Yes
2 - No

10. Do you read and write in Spanish?

I - Yes
2 - No

76
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11. Which of the following would best describe your Marital
Status.

I - Single
2-Married
3. Divorced
4 - Separated
5 - Common Law
6 - Widow

12. Have you or any members of your family missed work in
the last year due to illness?

1 - Yes
2 - No

13. Do you have any health or physical condition which
limits your activity in any way?

1 - Yes
2 - No.

,NOW I WOULD LIFE TO ASK YOU A FEW QUESTIONS ABOUT YOUR SPOUSE:

If no spouse. so to Question No. 24.

14. How old was your spouse on his/her last birthday?

- 15 to 19 years
2 - 20 to 24 years
3 - 25 to 34 years
4 - 35 to 44 years
5 45 to 54 years
6 - 55 to 64 year
7 -.65 to 74 years
O - 75 to 84 years
9 - 84 years and over

18

19

20

21

15. Where was he/she born?

1 - USA not in Texas 22
2 - Texas not Valley

MIIMM1110141161[........1110

3 - Valley
4 - Mexico not Tamaulipas
5 - In Tamaulipas
6 - Other



16. In which of the following groups would you consider
him/her to be?

1 - Last name, not Spanish
2 - Last name Spanish

17. Which of the following best describes his/her
educational. attainment?.

1 - No school at all
2 - Did not complete elementary school
3 Completed elementary school only
4 Did not complete junior high school
5 - Completed junior high school only
6 - Did not complete high school
7 - Completed high school only
8 - Did not complete college
9 - College graduate

18. Does your husband (spouse) currently work?

I - Yes
2 - No

19. Which of the following categories best describes the
kind of work he/she does?

I - Managerial or professional occupatiOn
2 - Technical, sales and administrative support

occupations
3 - Service occupations retail
4 - Precision production, craft and repair occupations
5 - ^arming, fishing occupations
6 - Machine operators and assemblers,
7 - Transportation and materials movers
S - Service occupation's household
9 - Laborer, unskilled.

20. Which language does your spouse, prefer to, speak?

I - English
2 - Spanish
3 - Both

21. Does your spouse read and write in Engl!.:71h?

1 - Yes
2 - No

87
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22. Does your spouse read and write in Spanish?

Yes
2 - No

23. Does your spouse have any health or physical condition
which,/inits his/her activity in any way?

I - Yes
.2 - No

24. Do you:

I . Own this house?
2 - Rent this house?
3 - Have some other arra4ement

25. How long have vou lived at this address?

1 - 0 to 1 year
2 - 2 to 5 years
3 - 6 to 10 years
4 - mere than.10 years

26. Which of the following facilities or conveniences do
you have in the house?

COL.

29

30

31

32

1 - City electricity 33 (1)
2 - City water 34 (2)
3 - City sewer. 35 (3)
4 - Natural gas 36 (4)
5 - Butane gas 37 (5)
- Septic tank 38 (6)

7 - Outdoor privy 39 (7)
'8 - A telephone 40 (8)
9 -.A,televisionor radio 41 (9)
10 - A radio 42 (10)

NOW I WOULD LIKE TO ASK YOU A FEW QUESTIONS ABOUT THE OTHER
PEOPLE WHO LIVE IN THIS HOUSE:

27. What is the total number of persons that live in this
house?

79
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ZS. How many pregnancies have you had?

1 - One

2 - Two
3 Three
4 - Four
5 - Five
6 - More Than Five

29. How any living children do you have?

1 - One
2 - Twc
3 - Three
4 - Four
5 - Five
6 - More Than Five

COL. #

45

30. How many children live in this house? AF 46

31. How many school age children live in this house? 47

32. How many adults live in this house?' 48

49.33. How many of your children work?

1----vow I WOULD LIKE TO ASK YOU SOME QUESTIONS ABOUT TEE
1 HEALTH NEp§. OF YOUR FAMIEX1 =11=MMIY

34. How often does your health or the health of other family
members keep you from doing things you want or need to do?

1 - Always
2 - Sometimes
3 - Never

35. What is your family health status?

1 - Excellent
2 - Fair
3 - Poor

36. Do you or any members of your household have a chronic
health problem?

I - Yes
2 -No

611
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37. If yes, are these chronic
cared for by a physician,
therapy?

3. - Yes

2-No

health problems currently being
by a clinic, by medicine,4pr by

a

38. you or any member of your family have high blood pressure?

1 - Yes
2 No

39. Do you or any member of your family have diabetes?

- Yes
- No

40. Do gpu or any member of your family have heart problems
(disease)?

1 - Yes
2 - No

41. Do you or any member of your
cancer or tumors?

1 - Yes
2 - No

42. Do you or any member of your
rheumatism?

1 - Yes
2 - No

43. Do you or any member of your
problems?

I - Yes
2 - No

44. Do you or any member of youi.
problems?

1-Yes
2 No

45. Do you or any member of your

1 - Yes
2 - No

family have or have had

family hive arthritis or

family have any hearing

family haie any vision

54

55

57

59

family have dental problems?

61
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46. Do any of the chronic health problems your family

require a prescription?

-Yes
No

47. Can you obtain these medicines?

I - Yes -

2 - No
3 - Sometimes

Lip 48. toes this chronic health problem require a special diet?

1 - yes
2- No

If no, go to
#50

-49. Can 7ou obtain the foods for your spesiL diet?

1 - Yes
2 - No

62
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50. Do you buy all the foods that you feel. you and your
family need? .

1 - Yes
2 - Sometimes
3 - No

51. If no, which tryes of foods do you feel you need more of?

I - Meat, eggs, fisir,4..,.."
2 - Diary products
3 - Fruits and vegetables.
4 - 3read products ,

5 - All types

52. How much influence do you think you have over your future
health and that of your family?

1 - A great deal
2 - Little
3 - None

.82

67 (1)

68 (2)
69 (3)
70 (4)
71 (5)
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COL. #
4

S3. Do you have a family doctor?

1 - Yes
2 No

54. DO you have a family dentist?

1 - Yes
2 - So

SS. Which of the following BEST describes where you go first
when you or your family require health care?

1 - A Doctor in the U.S.
2 - A Doctor in Mexico
3 - A clinic in the U.S.
4 - A clinic in Mexico
5 - A hospital in the U.S.
6 - A hospital in Mexico
7 -Toe curandero
8 - A nurse .

9 - A pharmacist

73

74

75

-56. If no place to go, which of the following are reasons why you
do not have a particular place you usually go?

'1 - Go to different doctors depending upon what's wrong 76 (1)
2 - We haven't needed a doctor
-3 - Our previous doctor is no longer available 78 (3)
4 - We haven't been able to find the right doctor 79 (4)
5 - We recently moved to the area 80 (5)
6 - For other reasons 81 . (6)

57. Have you or any member of your family ever had difficulty
in getting medical care for any one or more of the following?

1 - Because care was not available when it was needed 82 (1)
2 - Because money was required at the time 83 (2)
3 - Because it cost too much 84 (3)
4 Because you didn't know where to go 85 (4)
5 - Because you didn't havers way to get there 86 (5)
6 - Because the hours were not convenient

ONNONlopli-(6)
7 - Because you had to wait too long to get an

appointment 88 (7)
8 - Because.you didn't have anyone to take care of the

other children 89 (8)
9 Because you would lose pay from work 90 (9)
10 - Because you had to wait too long in the office 91 (10)
11 - Because the staff at the office or clinic was rude

or disrespectful 92 (11)
12 - Because you had no confidence in the staf2 93 (12)
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13 - Because they couldn't speak Spanish
14 - Because there were no Sispanic staff members at

the office or clinic
15 -.Because you don't have insurance

SS. Does your family have medical and hospital insurance?

1 - Yes
2 - No

59. Does your family have dental insurance?

1 -.Yes
Z - No

2

60. Eare you or any member of your family ever used food
stamps?

1 - Yes
2 - No

61. Have you or any member of your family ever used medicare?

1 - Yes
2 - No

62. Have you or any member of your family ever used medicaid?

1 - Yes
2 - No

63. Have you or any member of your family ever claimed
workmen's compensation?

1 - Yes
2 -No

64. Have you or any member of your family ever used the
aervicem/of the Brownsville Community Health Clinic?

1 - Yes
2 - No

65. Have you ever received help from Aid to Families with
Dependent Children program?.

1 - Yes (WELFARE PROGRAMS)
2 -No

93
,

84

94 (13)

95 (14)

96 (15)

97

100

103.

102

103

104



COL.
a

66. Neve you ever received heleInformation or food from the
WIC program?

1 - Yes
2 - No

67. Have your children ever received free or reduced school
breakfasts or lunches?

1 - Yes
2 - Yo

68. Have you or any family member ever NOT sought health
care when you or they thought it was needed?

1 - Yes
2 - No

Iftnligo I

69. Which of the following 3EST describes the health problem
you did not seek help for?

105

106

107

1 - in injury 108
2 - An illness or sickness
3 - A chronic health problem
4 - some other problem

70. At this time are there any special health needs in your
family which are NOT being met?

1 - Yes
2 - 'Jo

If No, so
to 072

109

71. If YES, do they pertain to:,

1 - Pregnancy 110
2 - Childhood 111

3 - Adolescence 112
4 - Adults 113
5 - The Aged 114

85



0L. #

72. Do you keep any of the following in your home in case
of illness?

1 - Aspirin or aspirin subtitute 115

2 - Stomach medicines 116

3 - Anttseptics and alcohol 117

4 Ba#daids and thermometers 118,
5 - Some Remedies 119

73. Do you treat your illnesses at home?

(1)
(2)

(3)
-(4)
(5)

1 - Always 120

2 - Sometimds
3 -Never

74. Do you have any homy remedies you use for treating
yourself or your family?

1 - Yes 121

2 - No

75. From whoa or where did you learn them?

1 - From your Mother 122 (1)

From an aunt or some other female relative 123 (2)

3 - From a male family member 124 (3)

4 0° From a neighbor or friend 125 (4)

5 - Some other healer 126 (5)

6 - From reading about it 127 (6)
7 - From TV-Radio 128 S7)

8 - From some other source 129 (3)

76. Which of the following illnesses'or conditions do these
cures concern?

1 - The common cold 130 (I)

2 -'The flu 131 (2)

3 - Childhood illness 132 (3)

4 - Pregnancy and birth 133 (4)

5 - Infections 134 (5)

6 - Arthritis 135 (6)

7 - Respiratory problems 136 (7)

S - Sore muscles or bones
9 - Other
10 - All 139 (10)

77. If you used en Emergency Room in the last
the primary reason you picked the E.R. to

I - I did not know where else to go
2 - I was taken there by the and had no

choite
3 - Hy own doctor was not available

o

year, what was
go to for care?

86
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4 -.I don't have a private doctor
S 7 I was told to go there by a doctor or by the clinic
6 - r did not know where else to go
7 - It was closer to my home
8 - It was afVer office hours

78. Where were your children born?

1 - All in Mexico
2- All in the U.S.
3 - Part.in the U.S. and part in Mexico
4 - Other

141

.79. Who delivered your children?

1 - A doctor in a hospital 142
2 - A nurse midwife at the clinic (birthing center)
3 - By a lay midwife (partera)
4 - A combination of doctor and midwife
5 - Other

80. Do you know what family planning or Planned Parenthood is?

Yes 143
2 - No

81.. Have you ever used family planning?

1 - Yes 144
2 - No

82. Would you like to know more about faMily planning?

1 - Yes
2 - No

145

83, Doiyou,.in lour house or neighborhood, have a problem with
any of the following?

1 - Rats or mice
2 - Mosquitos
3 - Plies, ticks, or fleas
4 - Dogs and cats (stray)
5 - Opossums
6 - Bats
7 - Coyot
8 - Cockroa
9 - Other

a

87

146 (1)
147 (2)

148 (3)
149 (4)

150 (5)
151 (6)

152 (7)
153 (8)
154 (9)



6. 41.

f

84. Do you, in neighborhood -or around your home,

have aay pr. ma with any of the following?

'1 -.Uncollected trathegfrbage
2 -.Uncollected junk
3 - Uncut grass or brush

Flooding or stagnant Water

COL.

156

#

(1)

-,

(2)

5 - Sewage ' 159 (5)
---67.1"---(6)6 - Outdoor privys 160

7 - Septic tank overflow 161 (7)

8 -'Air pollution 162 (8)

..
9 - Noise pollution
10 Crime, +=delis; gangs

11 - Reseca problems

163
164
165 --(1O).(11)

I

85. When you or a member of your farlly needs health, care,

how do you USUALLY get. there?

1 - In a private car 166
2 - In a relative's csr. 0

.3 - In a neighbor's cpr
. 4 - Take 4 bus c.

5\ Walk.
6 - Other

WEA:is the AVERAGE time that it takes you to get to
your usual place Of he;th care? s".
1 - Less than 15 minutes 167
2 - Malt an hour
3 One hotir-
4 - More than one hour

87. Do you EVER go to Mexico to see a doctor?

1 7 Always qr. 168
4 Sometimes

41=1.011111101111. f/m!!

3'- Never

88. Do you EVER go to Mexico to see a dentist?

1 - Always
2 - Sometimes
3 - Neer

-89. Do you EVER to to Mexico to buy prescription medicines?

1 - Always
2 - Sometimes
3 - Never

9 7P 88
$

16

170



GO.. Do you go to Mexico to consult a curandero or other folk docApr?:

-tat - Always . , )171
. 2 - Sometimes . .1

3 - Never
, .

91. When yOu or a member of your family is 1.11, do
care FIRST in:

2 -Matemorod.

4 - e in Mexico
3 -

'Me

in the Valley

92. If ia Mataporos or Mexico; why?

1 It's 'better care
2 - It's cheaper-
3 - It's faster
4 - They give you what
5 - They don't ask any
6 - They understand me
7 Other

ydit want
questions
and speak my language

you seek

93. Have you been told by a doctor to take any medicines
during the past six months v.hat,you.DID NOT take during
that period?

1 - Yes
2 - No tic

172

O

IM

173 ° (1)
174 *------".(2)
175, (3)

(4)

(5)
C6)

(7)

176
177
178
179

If no go
to No. 95

94. What was, the MAIN reason for NOT taking medicine?

1 - Side effects-
2 - It cost too much
3 - I didn't think it would work:
4 - I haven't gotten the medicine
5 - I was afraid to take the medicine

1 0
95. If you were asked by, a friend to tell himihet,yere

to go to get help forthe following problems, would
you know where to send them for help?

1 - Family violence,
2 - Family planning
3 - Alcoholism
4 - Drug problems
5 - Stress/tension/anxiety

89

gg*

180

182 (1)

183 (2)
184 (3)
135 (4)
186 (5)



6 - Unvanted pregnancy
'7 .-The sexual abuse of a child
8 - Day care for children
9 - Problems raising children.
10 - Juvenile problems
11 - Rape or incest
12.. Mental retardation

,187 (6)

189 (8)
. 190. (9)191'+(10)
.192 -ra---°---.(11)
4193

13 - Imaumizations
14 - Learning disabilities

RuEriebnal problems
. 16 - Teenage sexuality
17 - Emotional problems
18 - Pest and animal control
19 - Health Department
20 - Clinic.
21 - Emergency Care
22.- School Problems

194.-7(13)
195 (14)
196 .(15)

199 (18)
200 (19)

: 201 ---(20)202 -1(20
203 (22)

-

96. Have you''or any family member suffered from any of the
following and not known how to treat 4 or deal.with it?

I - An alcohol problem
2 - A drig abuse problem
3 - A mental health problem
4 - Depression
5 - Marital problems
6 - Child Abuse, rape, incest'
7 - Violent or aggressive behavior
S - Withdrawn behavior
9 - Mental retardation

. '

97. Was outside assistance needed to cope witil the problem?

204 (1)

205 (2)
206 ()"'
207 (4)

208 (5)

209 (6).

210 (7)
211 (8)

MMINIIIIIINIFF

- Yes 213

2 - no ..

98. If yes, did you request the assistance from any one or more
following?

4

of the

1 - A doctor 214 (1)

2- A-priest or minister 215 (2)

----"(3)3 - A curandero or healer 216
4 - A clinic or social agency 217 (4)

5 - A wental health center 218 ' (5)

- Other 219 (6)-
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99. Is there anyone in your household who could benefit
by say. 'one or More of thelollowingl

1 - Nursing care in home. .

2 - Meals on-wheels & other nutrition programs r
3 -,Phyqic.al therapy A .
4 - Child care
5 - Special education
6 - Emotional problems information
7 -Weight 'control information

100. Do you consider yourself to ber,
IR

.220 (1)

f

221 (2)

)

223 '(4
224 (5)

225 (6)

7 226 7 )

227
Surveyor check one:

I - Underweight 1-Underweight
--"2-01erweight2-Overweight

v

.Mist right .7' 3-Just Right

4wwwwilak

101. Would you estimate your Height - and Weight

102. !re any of your children:

7

1 - Underweight
2 - Overweight
3 - Just right

103. Do you consider your spouse to be.

1 - Underweight
2 - Overweight
3 - Just right

b.

r*

.229

104. Woad you estimate your spouse's Height . and Weight

105. Couparing yourself to others of your own age and sec, yotild,you say:

1.- You are more fit
2 - You are as fit
3 - You are less fit

91 -

A
OC)

11.law

.01



01

Jr

;'. !t

'WIS.-Competing your spouse to others of his/her own age

an sex. would you say:
f

4

I -.Re/She is more it
2 - He/She is as fit
3 -'Hey She is,lets

107. In gOur normal daily activities, how much-time do

you spend sitting?

1 - All the time
2 - Soda. of the time
3 - None of ;he time

108. In your normal daily activities,' how much. time do

you, spend standing?.

1 - All the time
2 - Some of the ime
3 - None of the ime

t

t

109. In your normal' daily activities, how much tine'do

you.spend.walking?

1 - All,the time
2 - Same .of the time
3 - None of the time

110. In your normal daily
you spend lifting or

I - Ali the time
2 - Some of the time
3 - None of the time

I

activities, haw much time'do
/

carrying heavy objects?

qt.

231

a

_

P 233

444,

f%g

7kitk

4 \

,111. Which of the following best describes the most common

physical activity in your spouse's job? a

1 - Sitting
2 - Standing
3 Walking
4 Lifting or carrying heavy objects

101
9Z.

235

236

44414214411

e



O e,

1)
112. Dogyou do any physical activity in your leisure time?

1 - Tee
2 - Ito

I- 0
V

.113. Does your spouse do any, physical activity in his /her
`leisure ,tise?

Y.

01011k.

COL.

.237



r e

V

CITT OP Milan=
trAtTE NEWS ASSESSMENT =VEY

WIng

=RUINER (5) 1(6) ADDRESS

RESPONDENT '(7 TIME
Plegin)

dL

0

Code 1 far "Female
Code 2 for Male

.t?

Primdiimente, as gustarfa Uteri. unas "preguntai &circa de las personas
qua normalmente viva' an este how. Empeaamos *Immo con feted y daspugs

con su esposo(e).

Aug *dad tient usted?

1: 15 a 19 afios'
2. 20 a 24 afios

3, 25 a 34 anon
4. 35 a 44 aims
5. 45 a7 54 nos
6. 55 a 64 afios

7. -65 a 14 afios
S.' 75 a 84 afios
9. mis da 84 azios

.

2. 404nde aaci6 usted?

I. Estados Unidos
2. Texas., no en el Valle . 41

3. El Valle.
4. Mgmico, pare no an Tamaulipas
5. En Tamaulipas.
6. Otro lugar 46.

d'

3. 4Cull de los siguien'tes.consideraifi qua Ed. pertenace?
a

I. Apfllido si as aspafiol 3

2. Apellido no es eipafiol

4
4. Aug educacian

a /

I. No tango educaei6n
.

2.. No terming *smelt pribaria
3. Solamente terming escuela pfimaria
4. No terming secundaria.

' . $

f

10,

Col. I

8

IQ

a

.

,

*

go.

at



ge

11.

:1

'S

6. No terrain& secundaria
7. Termini sectindaria
8. Nratersdni colegio
9. Me gradul de colsgia
10. Estudios a Post-Grada

aribala Ud.?

1. Si
2. No

6. LTrabaja-Ud. fuera de su bazar?...

qt.

4.

12

I.' Si 13
2. No

LQui xipo de trabajo, bates Udg?

1.
r-
Ocupacidn profesious

2.,Asistencia Administrative
'3. Vent's de Servicio

. , 4. Trabajador Maio° .

S. Agriculture
6. Operador de malquina
7. Trransportadores
8..Servitios domisticos
9. Obrero

idioms prefivehablar usted?

1. inglei
2. espaiol
3. siboa uo tele praforencia

?. .Lae t ascribe Ud, el

'14.

as

15 C

1. St 16
2. No

10. ase y escribe Ud. espaol?

I. Si
2. No

4Cul es su estado

1. Soltero(aK
2, Casado(a) '\

3. Divorciado(a)
95

1 OA

17

13



a

14.

ft

4. Ssparado (a)
5. Mien. Libra
6. Viudga)

12. aurants este aio ha faltado a so traba4o?

1. St
2. No

19

; 13. aiena alguna condicidn flex.* que Limits su actividad?

1. Si
2. No

Ahora, dasearia hazarlo algunas praguetas acerca de suLesposo(a).

no -cuss :- to -mutton

20

4,

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

adad tient* su esposo(a)?

15 a 19 aios
20 a 24 macs
25 a 34 aios
35 a 44 *Ens
45 a 54 afiup
55 a 64,aios
65 a 74 anos

. -

21 ea=1=1111.111

. q

8,.75 a 84 alias
9. as di' 84 aim

15. LD6nde naci6 Elf

I. Estados Unidos
2. En Texas, pero no al Ulla .
3. El Valle .

4. Mb:1.C°, pero no en Tamaulipas
5. Tamaulipas
6. Otro

22

16. L4 de los siguientas considers que el /ella pertenece?

I. Apellido no is *spatial. 23

2. Avenida sf es esp#Sol.

17. Otte educacian tiene su esposo(a)?

1. No tengo educaci6n
2; No terming escusla p t is 96

24



f

3. Soliminte termind Junioi high school
4. No.ttimind Junior high school
5.,Solements,termint. Junior high school
6. No termini high school ('

7. Tarifa, high school
8. No termini Colegio .

9. Gradui de Cassia
10. Post graduate or prides/U:6a school (escuela profesional)

1; arabaje su esposo(a) shore?

if.1. Si
2." No

,19. LCull de las siguientss categories major describe el tipo de
trabajo quo hacs su esposo(a)?

1. Ocupaci6 wofesional 26
2. Asistencis Administrative
3.-Vents de sarvidio
4. Ocupacift tianics ,
.S. 'Agriculture
6. Operador Is mmquinaria
7. Trensportadores
8. Ttebajo domistIno
9. Obrero

we

25 MINMEWIN=1=1=1IM,

20. auil idioms prefilere habler su esposo(a)?,

1. Inglis
2. espaiol
3. Ambos

21. ate y ascribe Inglis su esposo(e)?

1. St
2. No

22. atm y ascribe esparkol su esposo(e)?

1. St
1

2. -No

. aiene.su esposo(a) alguie condicidn ffsica que 'limits
o impt a su actividad en alguna forma?

1. SI
2. No

97

27

28

29

'4

U



I1

24.' as ustsd
1.4

1. duaffo(a) dt. esta casa?
2. ranta c alquila fists casa?
3. o tiana algan otro arraglo?

LCulato tiampo ha vivido Ud. ad asta casa?

1. 0-1 aios
2. 2 a 5 albs
3. .6 a Wisios
4. mks de 10 afios

31.

32

26. aim* Ud. algunas da Las siguiantes farilidadas en asta case

f. Elictricidad 33 (1)

2. Agua , 34 (2)

3. Desaggadaro o Dram& . 35 (3)

4. Gas Natural 36 (4)

S. Eutaw'
.

37 (5)

6. Pasta Sliptica 38 (6)

7. Latvia& - saao de .Soso 39 (7)
8. Talifono. 40 (8)

9.i Televisift 41 (9)

IO. Radio - - 4; (10)

ore ma guetarla hacerle unas pregun respects a
I s qua viven aqui%

27. LCuatas personas viven aqui? 43

28. LCuiatos embarazos ha teattLoTd.?

1. Uno
2. Dos
3. Tres
4. Cuatro
5. Cisco
6. Cisco o max Ars

29. LCuintos hijos vivos tient Ud.?

1. Uno
2. Dos
3. Tres
4. Cuatro 107 98

44

45



5. Cinco
6. Cinco o mis ,

30. i.Cuintos oleos viven en esta casa? 46

11. LCufintos allot; de edad iscolar viven en esta casa? 47

32. `Cantos adultos viven en esta casa? 48

33. LCuIntos hijos suyos trabajan ftiara da este hogar? 45

Las preguntas que siguen soh tocante a la salud de su Familia.

34. LQui tan seguido su salud Is impida a usted u otro miembro de su
familia no.hacar lo que se necesita o lo qua quiere hacer?

1. Siampre
2. Algunas veces
3. Nunca

35. LC6mo considera usted el estado de salud de su familia?

1. Excelence
2. Regular
3. Mal

36. Criene Ud. o un familiar en'su hogar (again problewa de
salud cr6nico?

1. S

2. No

50

51

52

37. Si su respuesta es SI, LAcude usted a un medico o a la cl/nica?

1. Si
2. No

38. LTiene Ud. o un familiar ea su hogar alta presi6n?

1. Sr
2. No

99

53

54

L



39. aiene 0".

1. Sr
No

o un familiar an su hogar diabetes?

4
40. Mena Ud. a um familiar an su hogar problemas del corazdn?

1. sr
2. No

41. aiene Ud. o un familiar en su hogir cancer o tuntres2

1.

2. No

42. aiene Ud. o u6414Miliar artritis o reumas?

L. Sir,

2. No

43. aiene Ud. o un familiar r emas auditivos (Cido)?

'1. Si
2. No

44. alene

1. Si.\.

2. So

o un familiar problemas con la vista?

7

45. aiene Ud. o un familiar en, su hogar problemas dentales?

611. sr
2. No

55

56

57 -

58

59

60

f

46. alequiexe medicinas recetadas para los problemas crdnicos
de su familia?

1. Si
2. No 7'

47. &Puede obtener estas medicinas?

1. SI
2. No

109 100

62

63

4



'Ma

ir

48. Regular' diet& aspeciaI para este rOlead.da salud-
.

'cr6mico?
. 2

I. S%
2. No

soi 40
to 050 1'

49. ausdayd. obtauar vistas comidas?

1. S; 65

64

50. LCompra U4. today la* comid"s qua 'necesita pafa su famdliz?

1. St
2. De vez en cuando
3. No a

66

51. Si su contestaci6a as no, aue clase de,comidas son las clue
necesita mis?

1. Carnes, huevos, pescado
2. Froductos de Umberto,'
3. Ftutas y vegetates
4. Productos cereal's
5. rod° tipo de comidag

AN.

61 (1) .

68 (2)

. 69 -(3)

70 (4)

& 71 (5)
.

LCuInta influencia .piensa Ud. que tiene sabre la future salud
sups y de su familia?

2

1. Mucha
2. Foca
3. Nada

$

53. 4Tiene Ud. doctor familiar?

1. Si
2. Na

54. -i,Tiene Ud. dentiata familiar?

1. SS
2. No

ti

73

r

74

Qt.



55. LA ddnde vo primer° para su itencift midica? .

1. Un midi= particular on los,Estados Unidos

2. Un =Mica particular en Maio*
03. Una clinic& en Ion Estados Unidos

4. Una clinics en Mizico
5.* Um hospital en los tstadco Unidos,

6. Un hospital e4 Maio° (torguro Social)

7. Curandero4
8. Enfermera
9. Farmadeatica
10. Algaq.otro lugar

a

56. Si ao tiene a donde ir, LCuSles son lasurazones?,

1. Tenemos dos o mirimidicos o lugares% los que

usualmente vamps dependlindo.del problqmi que

tengamos
2. No hemos vacesitado
3. El medico que nos atendfa ya no estS disponible

4. No hemos podido encontrar el midico apropiado

5. Acabamos de mudarnos aI irea a.

75

76 (1)

77 (2)

78 ( ?2.
79 (4)

80 (5)

6. Otras razones

57. LE= teniao alguna vez dificultad en obteaer atencift

midica par Las siguientes razones?

1. Porque la ayuda no estaba.dispohible cuando la

lb

necesitaba 82

2. Porque requirieron pap al contado 83 (2)

'3. Porque costaba mucho 84

4. Porque no tenla a donde ir 85
.,(3)

(4)

5. Porque.no tents' coma Ilegar -* 86 (5)

6. Porque el horario no era conveniente 87 (6).

7. Porque tenla que esperar demasiado para obtener

una cite 88 (7)

8. Porque necesitaba a aIguiin que le cuidara a Los

otros ninon 89 (8 )

9. Porque perderfa sueidc par faltar al trabajo 90 (9)

-10. Porque tenla que esperar demasiado en la oficina 91 (10;

11. Porque el prileapjul de la oficina o la canica le

falt6 al respeto .
92 ' (11)

12. Porque no tenfa confianza en el personal. 93 (12)

13. Porque no hablaban espafiol 94 (13)

14. Porque no habfa emplcados (Rispanos), en is oficina

o la clfnica 95 (14)

15. Porque no tenfa seguro
-1

96 (15)

58. aiene seguros medicos?

I. sr
2. No

102

111

97



59. aiene sea= dental?

1. St
2. No

60. !tacit= khan recibido istampillas pars Ia comida?

%I. Si
2. No

61. aiene Ud. Medicare? p.

1.t St
2. No

.162. .i,Tiene Ud. Medicaid?

1. Si
2. No

63. 411d:.o algan familiar en este hogar ha rec
. Workmen's,Compiansation?

1. St
2. No

b ido

.

.64. L111:1 usado la ayuda de Brownsville Community Health,Clinic?

1. St
2. No

65 Jecibe usted o ha recibido la ayuda de WeIfazm?

1. Si

2. No

66.. aecibio ayuda del programa WIC?

1. St
2. No

67. aecibe o hen recibido sus hijos desayunos o comidas gratis
o reducidas?

i. Si

2. No

103

98

99

100-

102

104.

105

106

l
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75. 4,06nde aprandi6 sato* remadios cassros?

I. De su madre
2. De uns pimiento fepanina 3
3.'Dc un parisnts masculino
4..D. un vectpo . -

5.,Leyendo titoraturi acerca de e!,,tos remedios

*. Vlendo televisidn.o esuuchando la .radio

7. Curandero
.

8. Otrk ...

s

.

76. I.Para quE son estos reale dics?

1. lesfrio ,

2. Grips .

3. Enfermidades de los WIG* .

4. Embarazo y porta*.
5. lafaccisget .

. 6. Astritis -

7. Probl.mas respiratorios
-

8. Dolores muscular.* o de los buesos

9.'Otros
10. Todos

122 (1)

123 (2)

124 (3)

125 (4)

126 -------"--.(5)
127 (6)

I28 (7)

129 (8)

130 (1)

131 (2)
132 (3)

133 ,(4)

1.34 (5)

135 (6)

136 (7)
137 (8)
138 (9)

39 (10)

77. Si ea el ultimo ago'us6 el Quarto de Emergencia. ;pox qui file?

1. No sabfa a.que otro lugar it
2. Porque me Ilevaronan ambulaacia y no pude escikler

3. Porqua mi doctor particular no tstaba,disponible

4. Porque no tango doctor particular
Porque el doctor 'o la oil:Leas-ma mandarin: all

6. No sabfa a d6nde mis it
7. ?argue estaba mis cerca de mi cast

8. ?argue era despuis di Libras de oficina
°

78. 4D6nde nacieronsus hijos?

140

1. Nacieron todos en Mixico . 141

2. Nacieron todos en Estados Unidos
3. Algunos fn loss Estados Unidos y algunoe en Mexico

4. Otro pals

79. aluien asisti6 ez el parte, de sus hijos?

1. Un doctor en el hospital
2. Una qnfermera
3. Una partera
4. Ambos, doctor y partera
5. Otro

104
.1 1.a

142



68. a.l.guna., yes his buscado lid. ataacittz cutu4o
orals ,uscasitarlt?

I. S1
2. No

if NO 'go t
70

'60: LCull era,_su problems de salud por lo quoins, so ateadi6?
11,

1. Una herida
o
2, Una enferimulad
3. U problems de salud crania°
4. Alen otro prohIesa

70. ahoritas exists alguna necesidad de salud OaPacial ea
su familiaCque so esti recibisado?, --

1. SC
2. o t-

71.. Si su respuesta is SI, Za canes o. a qui pertenees?.

1. 21 esharazo
2. Enfermidades'infantiles
3. Los adolesceates
4. Los adultos
5. Los =miasma

..-

L.072. =ens usted alma de estas cosaseatiss?
.

1. Aspirins*
2. Medieamantos para.:Al estdmago,"
3. Antisipticos p alcohol,
4. Curitas y eermdmetro
5. Remedios caroms

73. arata las enfersedades en cess2

1. Siempre
2. Ds viz es cuando
3. !Canes

74. LUsa IId. alganos reaeOms caserde

I. sr
2. No

I

S.

c

1.07

108

2.09

S

1

110 (1)
#.

111 (2)

112 (3)
n3 .14 (4) r
114 (5)

(1)
ta. 116

117
118 (4)

/19. .--(3)

120

121



v

80. &Saha T3 to qui signifies. Planificacidn familiar?

81. Ea pertanacido (1d. a la

I. ft
2. No

lanificaci6n familiar?

'82. LIA gustaria mbar mia ds la Planifioacida Familiar?

1. Si
2. No

83. Ea su cars a vecindarios &time &len problem con cualqiera'
de los

,
siguientes?

84

1. "taus a ratan**
2. Zancudos
3.

4.

S.

6.
7.

a.

0.

)(psalm, garrapatass, pulps
Perralpa gatos sualtoa
Tlaquaches
MurciSlagos
Coyotes
Cucarachas
Otros

Ea su Casa a vacindario,
do.los siguientes?

143.

144

A

145

114

Ltiene algdi problem con cuslquiera

'5

146
il

(1)
147 (2)

148 (3)
149. (4)

*150 (5)
151 (6)

152 (7)

153 (8)

a

1. &Laura qua no racoon 155 (1)

2. Des:oho' qua no recogen (Yonqus) 156, (2)

'3. Solares qua no cprten 157 (3)

4. Agua astancada a inundada 158 (4)

5. Drensje .159 (5)

6: Letrina(escusado de pow) 160 (6)
7. Inundacift do foss "Scotia& .161 (7)

8. Contsminacidn del airs a wag 162 (8)

9. Demasiado rufdo ,.163

1Q. Crime's, vandalism° y pandillas 164 (10)

11. Problems de resaca 165 (11)

85 Cuando Ud. y su familia necasitan ateucidu "Mica. Zqul tipo

de.tramportacift usan? .

1. En un cache o vehiculo privado 166

2. En un 'Joh/cola de un parisnte
3. En um vahluulo de un vecino
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4. Toms 01 autobia
S. Cantina

6, Alguns otra mantra

86. LC4into tiampo ds en ;legs: al doctor o clinics? .

.1. Kenos as quince sinutos 167
2. Media hors
3. Una bora
4. Ma de una Nora

87. ustaea Mexico para consultar con un medico?

1. Sikampre

2.. Algunas vices
3. Nun=

'88. LVi usted a Mexico pave co

1. Siempre
2. Algunas Vices
.3. Nunca

tar con un dentista?

89. &VS usted'i Mexico pare comprar sus recatas medicas?

.

168

169.

1. Siampre
2. Algunas Vices
3. Surma

%

170

usted a Mixicb par& var un curandero?
4 #

1. Siempre 171

2. Algunas Vices
3. Nunn&

91. Cuando usted se =fermi, La dSnde va primaro?

1. Btawnsvills
2. Matamoros
3. Alga otro Lugar en Los Estados Unidos
4. Alen otro Lugar an Mexico

92. Si vi a Matamoros o Mexico, Lpor qui escoge estos Lugares?

1. Ticnen major cuidado, de s 173 (1),

2. Es mils barato 174 (2)
... 3. ?argue es mis ripido .) .17S (3)

4. ?argue ma dan lo qua'quiero 176 (4)
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5. Porque:sod memos requisitom
S. Porque bablan ai idioms,
7. Otra raz6n.

N

93. an. los dItimos 6 misses Is bait xecistado medicina y.
no la ha'tomado?

..
, .

1. Si '

2. N4
a

'e*.
94.. I.Cujl fun, la raz6n principal,porquillp to m0 La med oinks?

a

1. Malos.efectos
2. Coitaba demaslado
3. Parisi qua no m iba a servir
4. No la be conseguido todavia

Ny 5. Tanta miedo detomar la medicina
e

177 - (5)
178 (6)

179 (7)'

180:
'arNIN111414

181

1

,

95. Si alguna paisona con uno de los siguientes problemas
ayuda, zsabr a Mai maidarlo(a)?

. 1. Violencia familiar

le pida

182 (I)

2. Planificaci6n familiar 183 (2),

3. Alcoholiamo
4.,Problemas con drops o pintura

184 (3)

185 (4)

5. Problems nerviosos, tensift y ansiedad . 186 (5)
, 6. Abort% .., 187 (6)

7. Abuso sexual ia ninon 188 (7)
8. Guardarla infantil

44.,
.189 , (8)

9. ProbIemas criando nags 1909 (9)

4' 10. Pviblemas juveniles 101 , (10)

11. Violacidn a incasto 192 . (11)

12. Retardado mental 193 (12)

13. Vacunaci6n 194 (13)

14. Problem con sprender 195 (14f
15. Problemas con alimantacifin ) .196 (15)
16. Problemac seruales con *1 desarTollo -------*-"\197 (16)

17. Problemas emocionales 198 (17)

18. Pumigaciones 199. (IS)

19. Centro da.Salud 200 (19)
20. Clinics , 201 (20)

0;." 21. Ayuda de emergencia 202 (21)

22. Problemas escolares 203._ (22)

a
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96. aa sufrida ustod o un familiar, cualquia de Ice siguientes

.problemasqy no bin sabido cosec= tratarlo?

1. Proilams* con alcohol
204 (1)

2. ?rabies's. con drogas
205

Enfermedad mental o problems. paicol6gico 206 (3)

4. Depresihn'.
207 (4)

5. problemas mstrimoniales
208 (5)

6. *bus° de alias, violacift, incesto 209 ,

,7. Comportamiento agresivo v violent° 210

8. Conducts deprimid4
211, (8)

9. Itatardado mantal, comportamitato iacluldo -212 (9)

97. au& decesario obtener osistencia de afuera?

%am*"

1. St
2. SO

98. Si-su respaesta es SI, ,I3icel.6 asistencia?

1. A un doctor
2. A un cura o ministro
3. Aun curandero
4. A una agencia social o clInica privada

5. .A.un contra de salud

6. Alen otro 1

. ra
aayalguien an su hogar quo,pueda benefioiarse de uno

sans de los siguientes?

1. Asilo de ancianos en casa
Prograoss de alimentacan

t, . Terapia ffsica
. Guarderfa
. Educacift especial
. Informaci6n de problemas emocionales

t Enformacian de control de peso

100. Considers que'usted esta:

1. Bajo peso
2. Sabre peso
3. Sion

purveyor , check one:

1 - dnderweight
2 - Overweight
3 - Just right

1

213

214 (1)

215 77-"---(2)
216 (3)

217
21S ,(5)

219 (6)

220 (1)

221 (2)

223 (4)

224 (5)

225 (6)

226 (7)

227

101. 2,Cuil es su estatura? 'y LCuinto peso?
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1b2. astim ius Woe
44' .

I. Baja. peso

2. Sabre per .

3. Bien. '

103. asti su esposo(a)?

1. 3ajo peso
2. Sabre peso

Sian

a

228

229

a

Ir

104. aui tan alto es-su esposo(a)? y &Cufinto pesa?

105. -Comearladose usted con otros de au alma edad y sera, Lea cal
de las siguientes condiciones ss considers ustei astir?

1. Me jot,

2. Igual
3. Poor

ti

230

100 Comparladose su espasc(4)'con otros(am) de su misaas edad y seso..
Lam cal de las siguiantes coudicioqes 11(a) consideva usted?

MI

1. hider
2. Igual
3, Fear

107. En su rutiaa disci^. Lcuanto tisapo is La pasa santado(a)?
k;.',

. 0
1. Toda el tiempp

A
232-

2. Farts del tiempo 1

3. Cast mune&

108. En su rutina diaiia, Lcuinto tismpo ss la pa d pie?

I. Tado el tiampo
2. Farts del tisapo
3. Cast nunca

109. En su rutina diaria. Lcuinto tie pa as la pasa castinandn?

233

I. Todc el tiempo 234
2. Parrs 40. tiespo
3. Casi-nunaa .

I 1 0



um En su rutina diaria. 4cuinto tiaspo is la Isvantando

cargando corn pesadas?

1. Siampra 235
2. Algunas veces
3. Nncli

1II. au& tip4tde actividad Mica bac* su esposo(a)-isn el

trabaji?

1 Sentado
2. Para° /
3. Caminta°
4. Lavantando gcargatuLo coots pesadaps

a

f 112. Race usted aIguna actividatigtsica durance its tiempo Mr*?

1. SS -

2. No

113. aace su esposo(a) actividad fisica en su tiempo Libra?

14. 'Sr
2. No

1,2 0

236

237

238



GENERAL RESULTS

nut GENERAL. RESULTS SECTION PROVIDES A ZREARDOWN

OF RESULTS E VAR LE OR QUESTION CATEGORY. THE GENERAL

'RESULTS SECTION IS INTENDED TO SERVE AS .A NARRATIVE FORM

OF THE RESULTS AS PRESENTED IN THE TABLE =CON WHICH

FOLLOWS. THE GENERAL RESULTS SECTION rums ON THE BIG*.

LIGHTS OF THE OVERALL FINDINGS OF THE SURVEY. BY GENERAL

IS I fE1 kr, RESULTS FOR THE TOTAL SAMPLE NOT. BROKEN DOWN

BY PLANNING ZONE. AS THE GENERAL RESULTS SECTION IS READ

THE READER 'SHOULD REFER TO THE GENERAL TABLE SECTION

WHICH FOLLOWS. TIM GENERAL TABLES PROVIDE AT A GLANCE

THE COMPLETE mum FOE THE SURVEY BROKEN DOWN BY

TOTAL SAMPLE, MALE RESPONDENT, AND FEMALE RESPONDENT,

AS WELL AS SAMPLE SIZE AND PERCENTAGE FOR EACH CATEGORY.
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GENERAL RESULTS FOX INDEPENDENT VARIABLES
fr

VARIABLES #1 and 14 AGE

The average age for a head-of-household ,respunding to

the survey was in the category 35. to 44. _While 23 (n -624) of

the respondents fell in age category (4 above), equally

significant percentages fell in the age categories on either

sid that is, age category (3) 25 to 34 years of age and age

category (5) 45 to 54 years. Sixty -one percent of the staple

(nmil,706) households fell within the age range, 25 to 54.

Jnly 8 percent co.f the total sample or (n-217) households had

heads below the age of 24.
R

When the sex of the respondent was taken into

consideration, the results did not show any significant

male/female differences. The saner re its for age are

provided in Tables 8 and 9.

VARIABLES #2 and 15. PLACE OF BIRTH

Place of birth data were collected for both the

respondent and spouse. While 33 percent (nii876) of the,total

heads-of-household were born in the Lower Rio Grande Valley

of Texas, 51 percent were born in Mexico. Tha, greatest

percentage of those, 3a percent, were barn in the state of

Tamau pas, while 21 percent were born in states other than

Tamauli as. .An equal number of male and female heads-of-

household were born in the Valley. 33 percent. A total of 53

percent of the female heads-of-household were born in Mexico,

113
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hile only 43 per4ent of the male res cadent;

Mexico. A total of 1,372 heads-of-hou eholds

Mexico. General results for place of birth are

Tables 10. and 11.

VARIABLES #3 and 16 ETHNICITY

were barn in

were born in

presented in

Eighty-one percent of the families in the neig

studied had Spanish surnames,

VARIABLES #4 and 17 EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT

The general results indicated that 10 percent (n=272)

of those heads of.nhousehold surveyed had no formal education

at all. An addition1 26 percent did not complete elementary

school (n=711). Sixteen per..ent (n=432) completed only

10,

borhoods

- elementary school (grade 6). A total of 52 percent of the

heads-of-household had an elementary school education or

less. Only 12' percent of the sample (n=311) were high school

graduates. (See Tables 12 and 13)

VA,FAHLES #5 AND 18 WORK STATUS

At the time of the survey, 77 percent of the heads-of7,

household responding to the question indicated that they were

unemployed. It must be taken into consideration however,

4that the overwhelming maljority of these are housewives. The

female heads-of-household for the neighborhoods surveyed

indicated thpt 28 percent of their spouses were unemployed.

Only 17 percent of the female heads-of-household surveyed

indicated that they were employfd outside of the househdld at i

MIR
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F.

b

the time of the survey. Tables 14, 15; and' 16, provide the
rt.

general results for respondent and spouse gmployment status

at.the time of the survey.

ftt

VARIABLES #6 And 19 OCCUPATIONAL STATUS

.1n determin/ng ocbfatiopal status, the- sMme-categories

were used ag is .the U.A. Census of Population. Due to the

ambiguous nature of some of the categimies, coupled with

problems with Spanish translation, and the fact that most

he4da-of-housdhold are few , there wore no roil clear

patterns in the ;esulti for the general. data. Only 5 percent

0 the total 'sample (n=139) and 1 percent of the sale

reswendente (n.52) indicated tha .,ttietr hed managerial And/or

professional occupations. Th4 following .categories:

technical; sales and administrative support 'occupations;

,service occupations retail; precision production; craft and

repair occupations, etc., s d no clear patterns of

cuRaticL. The highest percentage for any work category for

respondents was 19 percent (n=516) in the service occupations

household category.

Correspondingly, the categories precision production,

service occupations household, and unskilled laborer were the

highest categories designated for spouses. (See Tables 17

and 1'8)

4

Q
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VARIABLEI #9« 10,- 21, 22 ENGLISH /SPANISH LITERACY

k .

Responding heads-of-ixouseh'old were asked if they and

their spouse could read and write in English. Forty-nine

percent (n=1,308) of the respondents indicated, that they

could read and write in English. Conversely, they also .

indicated that only 31 percent (n -996) of their spouses, could

read and write in English. . 311;

Responding heads-of-household were also asked if they

could read an& write in Spanish, to which 84 percent .-4

(n.2,266), responded' positively. When asked if;their spouse?.

. could read and write ia'Spanish, only 59 percent (n=1,577);

indicated thatrthey cold. (See Tables 21-24)

. VARIABLES #8 and 20 LANGUAGE PREFERENCE

Approximately one-half, 51 -percent, of the responding
ti

heads-of-household claimed no 2ngliSh. literacy. The

percentage vas lover aaong. the male respondents, 39 percent,

as compared to 53 percent for the" female heads. Conversel7,

85 percent of those responding claimed Spanish literacy. In

this case the perceitage of female heads-of-household

claiming spanish literacy was higher,' 85' percent, than

the males 80 percent. A summary of general results for this

variable is found in Tables 19 ana 20.

VARIABLE #1.1 MARITAL STATUS

The general results indicated that 67 percent of the
A a

households sampled were comprised of. married couples, while

only* 8 percent (n=209) were single. The divorce and

125 L16
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separated. categories, 6 and 5 percent respectively, amounted

..'

to 11 pert

1
t collectively., Interestingly, a relatively high

percentage, 13 percent claimed to be widowed. Table 25

provides a summary of tke general resulti for this variable.

VARIABLE #12 WORK ABSENCE

As part of the independent variables, respondents were

asked. if the` y or their family members had missed work:in,the

last year due to illness. Fourteen percent (n-178) of the

total sample responded positively. When male respondents

were treated separately, the percentage increased to twenty.

ThAoefore, it could be stated that approximately one-fifth of

the ,families surveyed had missed Work due to some illneis.

.(See Table 26)

VARIABLES 013 and 23 CHRONIC HEALTH CONDITIOIi

Similarly, respondentg wei-eyslied if they had any health

or physical condition which Limited their activity in any

way. To this question, 30 p4icent (n -301) of the heads-of

household responded that they did. The male-female

differences did not differ significantly from the total.

results. When responding, heads -gf-household..yere asked the

same, question concerning .t(h.itie spouses (mostly male), the

positive response dropped significantly to 16 percent. The

summary results for this variable are found in Tables 27 and

23.
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VAIJaikLia42.LENGTH-

asponding headsof-hones/told' were aAked.how long they

had lived at
I

their present address. Forty-seveu 'percent of

the househo)ds responding indicated length of residence of

greater than 5 years. Fifty-two percent indicated residence

of less than 5 yeart, while 22 percent, alms? one-fourth of

'those surveyed, indicated residence,,of less than one year at

their present address.

ltfty percent of those interviewed indicated that they

their homes, while 38 percent were renters, 11 peiont

oge responded to the "other" category, indicating some other sort

of arrangement. .Summart data for these two variables .are

found in Tables 29 and 30.

VARIABLE 026 HOUSEHOLD UTILITIES

Only 4 percent of those houses sampled (n=98) indicated

that. they did not have electricity service. Five percent

(n=123) did not have city water service. Fifteen percent

of the sample did not have city sewer facilities, while 11

percent (n=287) of the homes had septic tanks. Five percent

o the households surveyed, or a total of 143 homes still had

outdoor privy facilities. Of the households surveyed, 1,753.

had natur 1 as service, while 938 had all electric

facilites. Twenty -three percent of the sample (n 624),were

using butane gas (LPG) in their homes.

127 s,
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Xamezingly,. 78 percent of all houses sampled .(1=2,488)

indicated that they had telephone service. St: hundred and

one homes (601),however, indicited they they did not.

-Low income homes in Brownsville overwhelmingly indicated

that they, had televWon, 95 percent (na2 570), only 118

homes did not. .Radio plays an important role in border

culture, and 92 percent 'of the households sampled had radios.

Takla 31 *summiximes- the' reuults. for the availability of

household facilites in the homes surveyed.

..
GENERAL RESULTS FOR DEPENDENT VARIABLES

VARIABLE #34 FAMILY REALM LIMITATIONS

When asked about the incidence of limitation due to a

health problem, 57 percent of he total respondents (n=1,535)

indicated that they were never.limited by a health problem.

Twenty-ninepercent (n84794) indicated that they were sometimes

limited, while 12 percent (0=324) said that they,,were always

limited because of a healt!. problem. The breakdown

of percentage by response, alw:aj., sometimes, and never was

virtually the same for males as it was for female

respondents. Table 39 ,presents a summary of the general

results for thi=s variable.
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VARIABLE #35 FAMILY REATH ,43A7US

?arty percentic of the households sampled (n=1,070)

indicated that their families health qtatus was excellent,

while 50 percent (n=1,359) declared that it was only.lair.

Nine percent (n=239) said that it was.poor. (See Table 4C)

v RIABLE #36 CHRONIC 'HEALTH PROBLEM

All families were asked if there was a chronic health

problem in the family. .0f the total families sampled, 921,

or 34 percent, indicated that they did have a chronic health

problem in their faaily. (See Table 41)

VARIABLE #37 CURRENT TREATMENT FOR CHRONIC HUM ?R01,LEN

The families surveyed were also asked if their chronic

health problem was presently receiving medical trNia#ltment.

Only 33 percent (n=899) of those families indicating that

they had a chronic health problem said that it was being

treated. (See Table 42)

VARIABLES 538.45 manc FAMILY NEALTN PROBLEMS

Respondents were asked if/there was any history of high

blood pressure (hypertension) in their families. right

hundred and sixty-nine (869) families, or 32 percent of those

families sampled, indicated that someone in their family had

high blood pressure. (See Table,43)

When asked about the incidence of diabetes in their

family, 15. percent (n.417) save a positive'respon'se. (See

Table 4k)'
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Eighteen percent' of the families (-n483) kndicated a

family history of heart disease. (See-Table 45)

Six percent (n44171) of the families had some family

history of cancer or tumors. (See Table 46)

When asked about a family history 'of, arthritis or
it

rheumatism, 33 percent (n -879) responded positiveky. (See

Table 47)

One-fifth of the sample or 533 families had .some sort 9f

hearing problem (See Table 48), while 52 percent (no1,401),

indicated that some member of the family had vision problems.

(See Table 49)

Finally, , all respondents were asked their famiXies

had any history of dental problems, to which 44. percent

(a44,176), responded positively. (See Table 30) .

VARIADLiS #46-*9 QUESTIONSeREGAHDING SPECIAL TPEATMENT OF

CHRONIC HEALTH PRABLOA

Forty-Pone percent of the families (noI,09-8) indicating

that they had some sort of chronic healOpproblem, indidisted

that it required prescribed medication for treatment. ($72

Table 51)

Of those requiring medication,. 380 faailkes.indicated

that they did not have the ability to obtain ihe medication

needed for the treatment of their families chronic health

problem. (See Table 52)
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'Mose persons indicatipg that ,their family had a chronic

health problem were asked if the probfem required a special

diet, to which 25 percent (x=661), indicated it did.

goweverf 13 percent jap848) of those families whose chronic

health problem required a special diet,were not able to

acquire the necessary food. (See. Tables 53 and 54)

VARIABLES #50 AND 51.DIETARY NEEDS

When respondents were asked about their general ability

to purchase .the foods needed far their fimilies, only' 60
1

percent' (n=1,616), indicated that they could. Twentynine

percent (nos783) said that they,sometimes could,. while 8

. percent (n219), indicated that they could not purchase the

foods they needed for their families.. (See Table 55),

When inability to purchase or obtain food was, broken

down into the basic four food groups, the results

indicated the following: Eleven percent (n1494) indiOtted

the inability to obtain or'parihase protein products; Nine

percent of the fadilies (n=243) indicated that -they were

unable to obtain all the dairy products they needed for their

families; Ten percent (n=272) of the families felt that they

could not obtain the fruits and vegetables needed. Likewise,

9 percent (n246) of the families Indicated their inability

to. obtain all the cereal and 'grain products,. they needed.

Taking all these, categories into consideration, approximately

10 percent of our sample felt that they were unable to

purchase or obtain the food they needed for their families.-
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This translates to npprozimately 250 families in the .saaRle.

Conversely, approximately 36 percent or nearly 1,000

falfilies indicated 'that they could obtain all the, foods they

needed. (Se Table 56)

VARIABL
a

*52 INFLUENCE ON FAMILIY HALT STATUS

4

All responding heads-of-household were asked . how such

influince they feat they had over family's futfre health

status. More than one-fourth of the population surveyed, 27

pefcent (u=723), felt that they had little or no influence

oaths future health of their family. (See Table 57)

,,f VARIABLES *53 AND 54 FAMILY DOCTOR AND DENTIST

When asked if, they had a family doctor, 35 percent of

the households surveyed (n=930 indicated that they did not.

S.ignifitantly,'68 percent (nsal 841), did not have a family

dentist. (See Tables 58-59)

VARIAU11.155-57 o AVAILABILITY OF PRIMARY HEALTHCARE

All heads -of- household were asked where they initially

went when someone in thsf family needed health care. Only 58

percent of those reponding indicated that they crest to a

physician in therU.S. first. Sixteen percent (n427) went to

a physician in Mexico first, while 19 percent (n=519) went to

123
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k

a clintc in the' U.S. first. No family iadicated.that they

went to talk practitioner, curanderoie as their first line

of.health care.

Respondents were asked for reasons why they did not go

to Oldoctor or did not seek medical'help when they felt they

needed it. Fivi percent '(n6135) indicated shat they had

difficulty in obtaining medical help when they needed 4t

because Ixelp was not available. Thirteen percent (n=366)

indicated thatmoney was required at -the' time of the visit

and that they did not ,have the money. Nineteen percent

(n=512) said thatthey had difficulty in obtaining medical

services because they were,too expensive. Only 2 percent

'(1=57) said that they. had difficUlty because they did not -

know where to go for medical help. (See Tables 60 and 61)

VARIA34 057 REASONS FOR DIFFICULTY IN OBTAINING NEALTS CARE

'Responding heads-of-househoId were ,asked to listone or

more of /5 reasons they or a member of their family hadihas

difficulty in obtaining medical care when it was needed. The

highest percentage of response was for cat gory 0), "because
I

it cost too much," 19 percent (n=512). The second most

frequently used reason was .number (2), "becguse money was

required- at the Jtr.itme,"' 13 percent (n=356) of the

response. The third mom significant response was number

(15); "because you don't have insuraApe," with 9 percent of
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the response. The remainder of the response .categories

varied from 0 to 5 percent of the response. Table 62

of
presents the general results for this 'variable.

VARIABLES #58 AND 59 INSURANCE

T..a questions were asked conc'eloing whether or not a

responding family had ledical and dental insurance. Only 35

percent of those families sampled (n-933), indicated that

they had some for of health insurance. The positive

response for dental insurance dropped considerably to 10

percent. The overwhelming majority, 87 percent (nR2,346) of

the families had no dental insurance program., Tables 63 and

64 present the general results for tilts-J. variables.

VARIABLES 060-67 RECEIPT OF SOCIAL SERVICES

A simple majority, 54 percent of thefanilies surveyed

Indicated that they, were receiving food stamps. Only ,ons-

fourth.of those families surveyed received Medicare benefits,

while 20 percent (n=536), indicated that they received

Medicaid benefits. Only 10 percent (n=262), had never filed

a Workmen's Compensation claim.

Fifty-six percent En=1012) of the families surveyed

indicated that they participated in the Brownsville Community

Health Clinic. When asked if they.recepred "Welfare", 14
a
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percent, (n=368) indicated that they did. Twenty-five percent

',n=684) indicated that they parttcipated in the Women and

Infant Children Nutritional Supplementation *Program (IC).

Fifty-five percent of the families (n=1,475) indicated that

they had .chillren who \ctsAived free s4hool breakfasts and

lunches. (See ITables 65 - 72)

VARIABLES 468 .71 HALTS NEEDS

The sample population was asked if they 'had a health

problem for which help was not sought. Approximately one-

fifth, 19 percent, of the families (n=523) responded

positiveLytk Ten percent of those' families (na265) indicated

that they or some membir of their family had had an. illness

foit which help was not sought. Four percent or Ill families

indicated that they had a chronic health problem for which

health care was.4ot, being sought. (See Tables 73 and 74)

Approximatittly 22 percent of the families sampled (nal1592)

indicated that ff l!ces, had a special health need that was not

currently beinamet. (See Table 75) Only 2 percent of the`

families sampled (nms54), indicated that they had some unmet

health need related to pregnancy and childbirth. When asked

about unmet health needs related to chilhood, the percentage

of positive response increased to 4 percent (ftn104).

Similarly, unmet health needs related to adolescense had

a positive resivonse of 3 percent or (nmS5)families.

Interestingly, the category of adt4t unmet health needs
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showed a positive response of 12 percent (n=319). Only 4

percent of those sampled (n=120), indicated an unmet health

need related to the elderly. (See Table 76)

VARIABLE f72.76 ROME TREATMENT

The availability of non-prescription medications in the

home was an important indicator of the family's ability to

provide first-line health care. Eiahty five percent of those

households sampled .(nm,2,277), indicated that they kept

aspirin or an aspirin substitute in the home. Some sort of

stomach and/or intestinal medication was maintained by 72

percent of the households, (nm1,926). Some form of

antiseptic or alcohol was kept in 82, percent of the
Om*

hou eholds sampled, (n- 2,207). Seventy-one percent (nm1,924)

had had readily available basic first-aid items such as

bandsids or thermometers. (See Table 77)

The homes sampled were also asked if they maintained any

sort of home remedies, remedios caseros, 57 percent I"

(nm1,535), responded affirmatIvely. The level of response

was practically identical for male. respondents, (56%). as it

vas for female respondents (57:).

Expanding this line of questioning, the families

surveyed were asked ifIchey treated their own illnesses. (Sea

Table 13) The overwl%elaing majority, 72 percent (n=1,929),
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- responded sometimes, a total of 89 percent responded

positively to this question. ta addition, 65 percent of the

families surveyed (n=1,751), indicated a direct knowledge of

home remedies. .(See , Table 79) Concerning how this

information was gained, 58 percent of the respondents

(n=1,550), indicated that they gained their knowl'edge of amp,

remedies from their mothers. (See Table 80) The level of

positive response was the same for males and fimales, thus,

indicating that the awareness and use of home rasITAims was

not predominately within the female real.a. Wheh asked if

their knowledge of hofge remedies were learned from some other

female relitive, the level of positive response dropped to 25

.percent, (n=661). Only 6 percent of the total sample of

respondents (n=156), indicated that they had lea;ned their

knowledge of home remedies from a male family member. The

male survey .respondents had a significantly higher response

to this question, 9 percent, indicated certain types of hone

remedies were still passed on from father, to son. Only 5

percent of the. sample (n=137), indicated that they had
a

Learned their home remedies from a non-family master, like a

ighbor or a friend. Three percent of those sampled (n=89),

indicated that they had learned the remedies from a folk

healer, curanderoia,. An,sdditional 3 percent and 2 percent

respectively, indicated that they had learned home remedies

from print media or 'from some electronic media such as the

radio.
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The category of hose remedies was broken down into

sevfaal subcategories by classification of illness. (See

Table SI). For example, 47 percent of the homes surveyed

(n=1,277), indicated that they .kriew a hose remedy for the

common cold. Forty-one percent had a useful rimedy for the

flu (nl.111). The categories of the common cold and the flu

were by far the largest positive response to this question.

The nest greatest level of. positive response was for the

category of childhood illness,. 20 percent (n=533). Remedies

.444"11k,

for muscle o' s, aches and pains had a 16 percent level

of positive response. Remedios for infections had. a 13

percent level of ,response (n. git 354), while remedies for

.respiratory problems had a positive level of response of 4

percent, (n=10 ). Only 2 percent of those responding

positively (n=61); indicated that they used home remedies for

pregnancy and childbirth.

VARIABLE #77 EMERGENCY ROOM

The survey included one question concerning emergency room

medical treatment. Seventy-three percent of the sample

(n=1,965), indiCated that they had had no emergency. room

experience. Approximapely one-fourth of ttle sample who had

emergency room experience categorized its use into the

following order of magnitude: Seven percent (n-193) went to

the Emergency. Aoom because it was after hours and it was the

only place to receive medical treatment; an additional 5

percent (naI48) were. taken there by an ambulance for
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esergenty care; four percent (n=115) were toldmtiNgo to the
9

Emergency Room by a doctor; smaller percentage* indicated
t'

that "they didn't know where to go" (3Z); "no doctor was

available" (3Z); "they didn't know where elieN to go" (2Z).

(See Table 82)

11,

1k.

VARIABLES #78 AND 79 DELIVERY

Several. questions were asked regarding pregnancy and
0

birthing. Concerning place of birth of their children, by

far the largest percentage, 63 percent (n=1,690), indicated

that all of theik children had been orn in the U.S.

An additional 10. percent (n=27,1), indicated that all of

their children had been born 4in Mexico. (See Table 83)

Fifteen percent (n=407); said that they hdd delivered

children in both the U.S. and Mexico. An amazingly low

percentage,. 38 percent, of the population surveyed indicated

that their children had been delivered in A hospital attended
401

by a doctor. The next largest percentage, 26 percent,

indicated that lay midwives, ,parteras delivered their

children: Twenty -two percent had had both doctor and midwife
4

attend deliveries. Only 3 percent (n=69), indicated that

they had used the birthing center at the Brownsville

'Community Health Clinic. (See fable 84)
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,VARIABLES #80 FAHULMAXEMJEELLEM

While 74 percent (n- 2,002) of those responding said th

were aware of planned parenthood, only. 35 percent of t1

fuels respondents (no742), indicated participation in the

family planning program. additional 24 iercent (n=50

of the female respondents, indicated an interest in falsity

planning participation. (See Tables 85.87)

VARIABLES #83 AND 84 ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

Questions 83and 84 were designed to' provide an overview

of household .and neighborhood environmental problems and the

preception of these.problems. For example, 42 perdent of the

households sampled indicated that .hey perceived a rodent

problem in their neighborhood. Sixty-two percent felt that

.there was a moquito problem in there neighborhood. Flies,

ticks, and fleas were considered to be a problea by 39

percent 9f the survey population, (n=1,054). Stra cats and

dogs were perceived as problems for 35 percent of the

population, (n=944). In that Brownsville has .a large

oppossum population, 40 'percent of those surveyed indicated

that oppossums were a problem in their area. Only 3 percent

of the survey population perceived the presence of bats as a_

problem. Similarly, the presence of coyotes were perceived

asp, a problem in only 3 percent of the population, (n=81).

--Cockroaches were a problem. in 73 percent of the households

(n=1,936). (See Table 38)
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In the areas surveyed, 32 percent of the hoses (n=867),

indicated they had a probIlim with ,uncoIlected trash.and

garbage. Uncollected junk was a' prlem for 25 percent

(n=665) of the homes. Thirty-six percent (n=964), complained

of uncut grass or brush. Standing and stagnant watar as well

as drainage problem' in the neighborhood were claimed by 14

percent of the households surveyed, (nis383). Six percent

(n=174), had problems with standing sewage

The incidence of outdoor privies in. Brownsville was 3

percent, (ns81). Septic tank overflow problems were reported

in 3 percent (ns85) of the cases. Some sort of air pollutio\

was perceived by 5 percent of the population. "Rasa

pollution was felt o.exist by 10 percent of the population,

(n2,620). Eight percent of. the sample (n=491), were

concerned about ''criMia,--'tindalism, and/or gangs in their

neighborhoods. eily five percent (n=1321 had problems with

resacas in their areas. (Sae Table 39),

VARIABLES #85 AND 86 TRANSPORTATION

Two 4uestione were asked concerning transportation to

and from health care facilites. Eighty-three percent of

those surveyed, (n4;12,210), used their own car or that of a
1

relative to seek health care. Ten percent '(nl,256) used the

bus. Eight percent of the sample indicated that. they.could,

reach a health facility in thirty minutes or less. Twenty

percent indicated that it took them more than an hour to
L,

reach a health care facility, (See Tables 90 and 91)
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Pour questions, 87-90, concerned health treatment sought

in Mexico. (See Tables 92 and 93) Although 53 percent of

the sample, .(n=f,488), indicated they had never sought

medical care in Mexico, a significant percentage, 31 percent

(n=838), sometimes did, while 13 percent (n346) always

sought medical- come in Mexico. The percentages were almost

identical for dental care and the purchase of prescribed

medication (always = 11Zr sometimes: -32Z, never = 56Z).

(See Table'.94) Interestingly, 8 percent (n=202) went to

Mexico to consult some form of folk practitioner, curandera.

(See Table 95)

VA TABLE #9I AND 92 FIRST TREATMENT' SELECTION

When the sample population as asked where they

initially- -went 'for health care,. 80 percent (n-2,153).

indicated Brownsville. However, a significant number 17

percent (n=4,470), indicated that they went to Matamoros,

Tamaulipas, because ,they felttlaJcare was better. Nearly 20

percent (n.523) selectedeMisico because it was cheaper. Zhen

asked if= they sought health care in Mexico because, "they

give you what you want;" there was virtually no positive

response (IZ). Rouever, 98 percent of those responding,

indicated that they sought health care in Mexico because, "no

questions were asked." Health care in !lexica was not sought
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becausls of a language barrier in Brownsville. Only 3ipercent

sampled, responded positively to this question concerning

language. (See Tables 96 end 97)

VARIABLES 193 AND 94 MEDICATION

Two questions were asked concerning medication. (See

Tables 98 and 99) Only 6 percent indicated that they did not

sways take their sedication when it was prescribed. Of

those not taking medication, 3 percent indicated they did not
e 4

do so betimes they did not like its side effects, wkile 3

percent folt.that. it cost too much and were not able to

afford the medication.

VARIABLES #95-97 REALTR INFORMATION

Question 95 dealt with knowledge of'where to seed 'a

friend in need of help with a pioblem. Twenty-two categories

were identified and yielded the following level of positive

response to the question. (See Table 100)

Question 96 listed nine health related- problems and

asked if any family member had "suffe-ed" from the problem

and had not known where to go for treatment or help. The

level of positive respo;se is broken down as follows: (See

Table 101)
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VARIA13E5 ft8 Ant ?I HE .AsqrsTnicg.

When asked if "outside" (the family) assistance was

needed to cope with the problem mentioned above, only 8

percent answered positively. (See Tables 102 and 103) Four

percent -requested help from a doctor, while 2 percent

requested help fro a priest or minister. Less than 1

percent reOeste help fros a folk healer,. smanderoa.

. Three percent requested help from some clinic or social

group, while only 1 percent requested assistance from.a-
,

mental health center. wri

Finally, dt5ley households were asked if someone in

their homes could benefit from one of the following social

services. 'nip positive responses were as follows: (See

Table 104)
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HEALTH NEEDS AMENT INDEX
. s

TEA HEALTH NI "IS ASSESSMIDIT INDEX (IINAO WAS

DEVELOPED AS A SPECIAL FEATURE OF THIS STUDY. THE

MAI WAS FORMULATED UPON THE PREMISE THAT 14

(OR MORE OR LE M QUESTIONS° PROM TEE QUEST/011NA=

COULD BE SELECTED AS. THE "BEST"' . PREDICTORS OR

INDICATORS OF HEALTH NETS, TABLE 4 REMONSTRATES

THE 861PLEFORMULATION OP THE IND= WHILE, TABLE- $

mimonsTRATEs THE CALCULATION or TEE OVERALL RSA!

FROM TILE GEIERAL STS. THE MAL is FORMULA'TED

IN SUCH A WAY SO THAT TIM LOWER THE INDEX VALUE

THE LOWER THE HEALTH NEED& WHME THE laGE2R THE

VALUE OF THE INDEX, THE HIGHER THE NEED& TABLE 4

PRESENTS A BREAKDOWN OF RN AI BY MAGNITUDE OF HEED,

WHILE TABLE T PROVMES ALLY WEIGEL'S BY ZONE

USED TO CALCULATE THE MDSE ZILE MAI PROVIDES, AT

A GLANCE, THE MUMS OF. MAJOR HEALTH NEEXI IN THE crry.
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BM= *DB ASSESSMENT INDEX VARIABLE QUESTIONS

VARIABLE QUESTION QUES'TION .

# #
.

1 13 Do you have any health or physical4condition which
limits your activity in any way?

,
Does your spouse have gun, health or physical
condition which limits his/her activity in any way?

4

6

a

34 How . often does your health or the health of other
family members keep, you from doing things you
want or need to do? .

34 .
Do you or any members of your household, have a
chronic health problem?

37 If ysts, are these chronic health problems currently
being cared for by a irhysician, by a clinic,
by medicine, or by therapy? .

47

49 Can you obtain the foods for your special diet?

52

Can you obtain these medicines?

LA

How much influence do you think you have over
your future health and that of your family?

Have you or any family member ever not sought
health care when you or they thought it was
needed?

10 70 At this time are there any special health needs
in your family which are not being met?



TABLE 4

HEALTH 'NEEDS AssEssraT INDEX

(NNW

NNA1 VAR 1+ VAR 2+ VAR 3+ VAR 4 VAR S+ VAR 6+ VAR 7+ VAR 8+ VAR 9+ VAR 10
.10

MAI et AVENGE PERCENTAGE. POSITIVE RESPONSE

VARIABLE NUMBER

1.-13

2. 23

3. 34

4. 36

5. 37

6. 47

7. 49

8. 52

9. 68

10. 70

LEVEL OF' RESPONSE RESPONSE

YES

YES

1 ALWAYS

.1 YES

2 NO

2 NO

2 KO

ZONE.3
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TABLE 5

HEALTH NUD AS S NT INDEX
VIALS

VAR IABLE NUMBER

1. 13

2. 23

3. 34

4. 36

5. 37

6. 47'

7. 49

8. 52

9. 68

10. 70

VARIABL4 VALUE

30

16

12

34

17

14

13

6

19

22

HNA1 = VAR 1+ VAR 2+ VAR 3+ VAR 4+ VAR 5+ VAR 6+ VAR 7+ VAR 8+ VAR 9+ VAR 10

10

AVE GE
M

RM
NAI BM
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TABLE 6

HRLM
AS

GARDEN3

23

28

15.

20

7

1

13
.

. '22

6
.

. 19

2

21

a

12

4

31

30

5

9

11

14

25

10

Milli ZONE
(VEVONSRD7

GARDEN PARK 39.4% GREATEST
NEED

LA LOMITA. 37.7%

CAMERON PARK 35.7%

LAUD 0 LAKES ARCA 31.7%

EL JAR IN 30.0%
.

VILLA VERDE 29.6%

BUENA YIDA 29.4%

SOUTHNOST 28.8%

.
LA POSADA 27.0%

RIO VIEJO 25.7%

ROCKDALE 25.1%

ORIGINAL TOWNSITE 24.1%

NOPALTTOTOWNSITE 21.5%

RIVERSIDE 10.2%

PALO VERDE 2Q.0%

PALACIO DEL SOL 9.5%

ETJ 19.2%

ETJ 16.9%

LOS EBANOS 15.6%

KONEYDALE 15.1%

MEDIA LUNA 14.9%

ACACIA CENTRAL 14.6%

ETJ 13.7%

MORNINGSIDE 10.7% LEAST
NEED



13 23 34

KAM .'341

37

TABLE 7

AIRSIIENT INDEX

47 49 52 68
114

70 MIX

effirmire
1151111211190
ES 26.0 MEE

43.6

34.9

37.0

30.9

47.6

28.6

18.0

37.3

41.0

26.4

9.4

44.4

2947

5.8

20.3_

19.3

28.0

21.0

64.4

38.0 361.1

43.3 17.2

7.1

15.6

28.0

23.0

78.0

66.7

10.0

33.3

0

17.9

4.0

5.0

32.9

14.4

37.0'

40.0

20.7

14.9

30.0

6.5

10.3

10.0

rum
20.0. 16.7

25.0

26.4

10.5

20.0

0

1.9

19.0

,6.6

20.3

28.0

17.2

13.8

20.6

12.9

13.3

29.4

MEM§
WE 5.6 EOM

15.6

25.7

29.6

20.2

5.0 10.7

rvirturffirmirsi IMMO MIMI
mos

39.3

24.8

48.3

33.3

16.5 16.7 20.0

18.6

33.3

7.4

21.4

3'0.3

40.0_

40.0

16.7

26.3

28.3

6.3

26.2

23.3

0

10.3

7.8

38.9

26.5

8

100.0

41.1

71.0

MEM
155119ffire

I0.0

0

34.2

73.3

0

32.3

21.3

0

6.6

16.0

50.0

36.0

52.9

29.1

15.1

30:6

27.0 PEI 48.6 Ell 17.1 36.9 NIES
MCC 6.3 VIIIIMIMIN 22.2 3.7 18.2 RON

10.3 4.9 221.0 1111.1E111119311111=11,111
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HEALTH NEED .AREAS
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NUMERICAL unnw OF ZONES

ZONE NUMBER

1

2

3

4

NEIGHBORHOOD N

Bumm Vida

Original Townsfte

Garden Park
Palacko Del Sol

5 Los Maws .

5 Rio Viejo
Villa Weds

8 Riverside

9 Ikmaydale

10 Morningside

11 Media Luna

12 Palo Verde

13 Southmost

14 Acack Central
15 0 Lakes
le Banco

17 Brownsville Cmatry Club

18 Amigoland

19 Robindale

20 ffi Jardin
21 Nopalito 'ftownsite

22 La Coosa&

23 La Lomita.
24 Morales Banco

25 nab Hatchery
26 Quail Ha ow
27 Duncan Road

28 Cameron Park
29 ETJ

30 BTJ

31
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Planning 2one
Number

3

23

28

15

20

7

1

13

it man auras mum ARM

Planning &as
llama

Needy Amt
Wing

Gard= Park 39.4%

La Lomita 37.7%

Cameron Park 35.7%

Land 0.Lakes Area 31.7% .

El Jardin 30.0%

Villa Verde 29.8%

Buena Vida 29.4%

Souttmont 28.8%
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LOW HEALTH NEED AREA
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LOW HEALTH NEED AREA

Manning Zane
Number

31

Plaapiag Una
Name

ETJ

Heath* Needs Assassanant
Ind=

19.2%

30 ETJ 16.9%

5 Las Ebanos 15.6%

9 Haneytiale 15.1%

11 Media Luna 14.996

14 Acacia Central 14.6%

25 ETJ 13.7%

10 Morningsidis 13.7%

0
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Planning &me
Number

22

6

19

2

21

a

12

4

MEDIUM HEALTH MUD AREA

Planulng Zaps
Name

Beath Needs Assaismast
Ulu

La Pond& 27.0%

Rio Viejo , 25.7%

Robindale 254%

Original Townnite 24.1%

Nopslito Townsite 21.5%

Riverside 20.2%
rt.

Palo Verde 20.0%

Palacio del Sol 19.5%



SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS

TIM SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPS ENT AN

OVERVIEW AND. CONSOLIDATION OF TBE GENERAL AND ZONE

=mils AND THEIR MEANING. TEE RECOMMENDATIONS ARE

PRELIMINARY_ AT BEST AND REPRESENT THE INDICATION OP

A DIRECTION no macs nut &MILTS MAY BE USED. THE

ONLY WA! IN WIBCH TO' PULL! cowman) THE SUBTLE

NATURE OF THE RESULTS OF TIES STUDY AND THEIR IMPLICA-

TIONS IS TO corn= ON WO THE GENERAL RESULTS SECTION

AND BEYOND.
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SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS

FEDERAL AND STATE REALTE PLANS

In developing a summary statement for this report, Loth

the Federal and State Elealt4 Plans have been taken' into

consideration. The delivery of health care services in the

City of BrownsvilIe.is to both the ,Federal and State

bureaucracies. Therefore, the development cif health care

'delivery systems for Brownsville should follow 'Federal and

State goidelines. The Federal Health Plan states that, The

Congress has found that the following health.areas deserve

priority consideration in the ,formulation of national

planning goals and ir the development and operation of

Federal, .State, and area health planning and resource

development programs.". The following fifteen items are from

the Federal Health Flan and are included here to give the

reader an*idea of the Federal health priorities relative' Eke

the health needs in Brownsville.

1- The provision of primary care services for aedi-
cally Underserved populations, especially those
which are, located A.D. rural_ or economically
depressed areas.

2- The development of multi-institutional systems
for coordination or consolidation of institu-
.tional health services (including obstetric,
pediatric, emergency medical, intensive, and
coronary' care, and radiation therapy services).

3- The development of medical group practices
(especially those whose services are
appropriately coordinated or integrated with
institutional ,health cervices), health
maintenance organizations, and other organized
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Systems for the provisions of health care.

4 -The training and increased utilization of physi-
cian assistants, especially nurse clinicians.

5- The development of multi-institutional arrange-
ments for the sharing of support services
necessary to all health service institutions.

6- The promotion of activities to achieve needed
improvements in the quality of health services,
including needs4tdentified by review activities.

724IThe development by health service institutions
of the capacity to provide various le.vels of
care (including intensive care, acute general
care, and extended care) on a geographically
integrated basis.

8- The promotion of activities for the prpvention
of disease including studies of nutritional and
environmental factors affecting health and the
provision of preventive health care services.

9- The adoption of uniform cost accounting, simpli-
fied reimbursement, and utilization reporting
systems and improved management procedure for
health service institutions.

10- The development of effective methods of educa-
ting the general.pablic concerning proper perso-
n.:1 (Including preventive) health care and
methods .for effective use of available health
services.

11- The identification' and discontinuance of duplica-
tive or unneeded services and facilities.

12- The adoption of policies which will (A) contain
the rapidly rising costs of health care
delivery, (B) insure more appropriate use of
health care services, and (C) promote greater
efficiency is the health care delivery system.

13- Assurance of access to community mental health
centers and other mental health care providers
for needed mental health services to emphasize
the provision of outpatient as a preferable
alternative to inpatient mental health services.
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14- The procotion of those health services which are
.provided is a manner cognizant of the emotional

And pe/chological'components of the prevention
and treatment of illnesses and maintenance of
health.

.15- The strengthening.of competitive forces in the
health services industry wherever competitiiiE
and consumer choice can constructively serve to
advance the purposes of quality assurance, cost
effecciveness and access.

By comparison, the 1985 Texas State Health Plan outlines

the following critical priority areas for the state: .

1- Health Protection

2- Health Promotion

3- Teenage Fami1y *A

.- Ambulatory Care an

L

Mae

5- Short Term Institutional Care

6- Long Term institutional Care and Alternatives

7- Habilitation and Rehabilitation

8- Health Care Costs c

9-. Data Needs

10- Health Professionals

11- Drug Abuse

12- Algohol Abuse

13- Mental Health and Mental Retardation

When the Federal and State Health Plans are compared, it

becomes apparent that the State Health Plan is mqdeled after

the Federal Health priorities.

4

1
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In the Lower Rio Grande Valley of Texas and Brownsville,

the most critical health problems are those which afflict the

indigent population. In 1983-1984, the Governor's taskforce_

on indigent health care investigated the most salient needs

of the "health needy* in Texas and produced the following

statements:

1- The medically indigent in Texas are primarily
those persons without adequate health insurance.

2- There is no statism uniformity in the defi-
-% nition of medical indige cy.

3- The financing of indigent health care falls dis-
proportionately on certain types of providers
and on certain types of communities.

4- Geographical access to care for indigent Texans
is limited despite underutilization of some
private facilities.

5- Indigent Texans experience a critical lack of

'access to maternity care services and primary
care services, despite the potential for overall
cost savings. Preventive care, catastrophic and
tertiary care, emergency care, and mental health
care are additional types of services to which
indigent Texans lack sufficient access.

6- The ability of public hospitals and private
non-profit charity hospitals to continue to

provide high quality care to indigent Texans is
seriously threatened.

7. There is a serious lack of available information
for evaluating the nature and scope of indigent
health care needs and for monitoring the efforts
of providers and units of government to serve
those needs.
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SUMMARY RESULTS BY QUESTION AREA

The Brzwnsviile Health Needs Assessment Survey '(BRNAS)

questionnaire was modeled after the standard technique for

health needs. assessment.. While the actual survey instrument

is original, certain questions were taken from the U.S.
4111

Department of Health and Human Services Hispanic Health and

Nutrition Examination Survey (HANES III). .

..The health needs assessment questionnaire .contained 113

questions which, were broken down into 15 sections. Each

section asked specific kinds of questions designed to provide

a certain type, of health need assessment information. The 15

question areas are as follows:

1- Demographic Profile Questions

2- Health Status Questions

3- Chronic Health Problem Questions

4- Dietary Problem Questions.

5- Primary Health Care Questions

6- Health Insurance Questions

7- Social Services Related to Health Questions

8- Reasons for Not Seeking Health Care Oestions

9- Self-Help Questions

10- 8irth and Pregnancy Questions

11- Environmental Health Questions

12- Transportation Accessibility Questions

13- Health Care Sought in Mexico Questions

14- Health Care Information Questions

15- Untreated Problem Due to Lack of Information
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SUMMARY RESULTS

QUESTION AREA 2: REALM STATUS QUESTIONS

304 percent of the respondents and .16 percent of their

spouses have a physical or health condition which limits

their activity

57 percent of our sample indicate that they are never

limited by health problems

12 percent of the sample indicate that they are always

limited by a health problem

40 percent of the households sampled indicated that their

families have excellent health status. .50 percent

indicate it is only fair, and 9 percent indicate that It

is poor

34 percent of the families sampled indicate that they have

a chronic health problem

67 percent of thost, families with a chronic health problem

said that it is not currently being treated

_QUESTION AREA 3: CHRONIC REALTHA PROBLEM QUESTIONS 0

32 percent of the sample inaicate that they have a history

of high blood pressure it' their family

15 percent of the sample indicate that they have a history

of diabetes in their family

18 percent of the sample indicate that they have r history

of heart problems in their family

6 Percent of the sample indicate that they have a history

of cancer in their family
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33 percent of the sample indicate that they have a history

of arthritis in their family

20 percent of the sample indicate that they have a history

of hearing problems in their family

52 percent of the sample indicate that they have a history

of vision problems in their family

44 percent of the sample indicate that they have a history

of dental problems in their family

41 percent of those with chronic health problems indicate.

that it requires a prescription medication

14 percent of those who indicate that their chronic health

problem requires a prescription'mbdication state that they

can not obtain it

QUESTION AREA 4: DIETARY PROBLEM QUESTIONS

25 percent of those with chronic health problems indicate

that it requires aspecial diet

6.7 13 percent of those whose chronic health problem requires

a special diet indicate that they are not able to obtain

the food

40 percent of the sample can not obtain all the food they

need for their families

QUESTION AREA 5: PRIMARY HEALT3 QUESTIONS

27 percent of the sample feel that they have little or no

influence over the future health status of their family
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35 percent of the sample indicate that they do not have a

family physician
4

68 percent of the sample.indicate that they do not have a

family dentist

58 percent of the sample indicate, that they initially seek

medical care from a doctor in the U.S. (8ro sville.

Valley)

1.6 percent of the sample indicate that they igitial 'seek

medical care from a doctor in Mexico

19 percent of the sample indicate,that they initiall4 seek

medical care at the Brownsvilnt Community Health Clinic

0 percent of the sample indicate that they initially so to

a folk healer (curandero)

13 percent of the sample indicate that they don't seek

medical help because they do not have the money

19 percent of tke sample indicate that they have

difficulty in getting medical help because it, cost too

much

QUESTION AREA 6: HEALTH IUSU2A10E QUESTIONS

35 percent of the sample indicate that they dv not have

medical and or hospitalization, insurance

QUESTION AREA 7: SOCIAL SERVICES RELATED TO gEALTE QUESTIONS
4

54 percent of the sample indicate that they have received

food stamps

percent of the sample indicate that they have received

Iedicare benefits
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20.percent of the *Ample indicate that thly have received

\\
'Medicaid benefits (AFDC)

10 percent of the sample indicate that they have received

Workmen's Compensation benefits

56 percent of the sample indicate that they have gone to

the Brownsville Community Health Clinic

14 percent of the. sample indicated that they have received

"Welfare"'

25 percent of the sample indicate that they have received

Women and Infant Children Nutrition Supplementation

55 percent of the sample indicate that they have received

free school breakfasts end lunches

QUESTION AREA 8: REASONS FOR NOT SWUNG CARE QUESTIONS

19 percent of the sample indicate that they have not

sought health care when it is needed

22 percent of the sample indicate that they have health

needs which are not currently 'being met

2 percent of the sample indicate that their unmet health

needs pertain to childbirth and pregnancy

4 percent of the sample indicate, that their unmet health

needs pertain to childhood

3 percent of the sample indicate that their unmet heatlh

needs pertain to adolescence

12 percent of the sample indicate thit their unmet health

needs pertain ulthood
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4 petcent of the 'sample indicate that, their unmet health

needs pertain to aging

QUESTION AREA 9: SELFHELP QUESTIONS

58 percent of the sample indicate that they keep aspirin

in their home

72 percept of the sample indicate that they keep, stomach

medicine in their home

82 percent of the sample indicate that they keep

antiseptics and alcohol in the home

71 percent of the sample indicate that they keep bandaids

and thermometers in the home

57 percent of the sample indicate that they keep home

remedies in the hose

89 percent, of the sample indicate that they tree

illnesses at hone

65 permit of the sample indicate that they use home

remedies (remedios ceseros) for treating illnesses at

home

58 percent of the sample indicating that they use home

remedies, state that they learned them from their mothers

47 percent of the sample indicating the knowledge of home

remedies, state that they know a remedy for the common

cold

41 percent of the sample indicating the knowledge of home

remedies, state that they know a remedy for the flu
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QUESTION AREA 10: 3IRTII AND PREGNANCY QUEStIONS

63 percent of the sample indicated that .all of their

children were born in the United States .

10 percent of the sample indicated that all of, their

childreu were born in Mexico

15 percent of the sample indicated that they delivered

children in both the U.S. and Mexico

38 percent of the sample indicated that their children had

been delivered at a hospital

26 percent of the 'sample indicated that their. children had

been delivered by a lay-midwife

22 percent'of the sample indicated that they had delivered

children by both a doctor and a midwife

3 percent of the sample indicated that they had delivered

children at the birthing center

74 percent of the sample indicatelthat they are aware of

the existence of planned parenthood programs

35 percent of the sample indicate that they have

participated in family planning programs

24 percent of the sample indicate that they are interested

in information on family planning

QUESTION AREA 11: ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH QUESTIONS

4

42 percent of the sample indicate that they have problems

with rats or mice
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62 percent of the sample indicate that they have problems

with mosquitos

39 percent of the sample indicate that they have problems

with flies, ticks or fleas

35 percent of the sample indicate that they have problems

with stray dogs and cats

40 percent of the sample indicate that they have tie- 'stems
P

with oppossums

73 percent of the sample indicate that they have problems

with cockroaches

32 percent of the sample indicate that they have problems

with uncollected trash or garbage

. 25 percent of the sample indicate that they have problems

with uncollected jvnk

36 percent of the sample indicate, that they have problems

with uncut grass or brush

14 percent of the sample indicate that they have problems

with flooding or stagnant water

6 percent of the sample indicate that they have problems

with sewage

3 percent of the sample .indicate that they have problems

with outdoor privies

3 percent of the sample indicate that they have problems

with septic tank overflow

5 percent of the sample indicate that they have problems

with air pollution
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10 percent of the sample indicate that thef have problems

with noise pollution

18, percent of the sample indicate that they have problems

with crime, vandalism, and gangs

5 percent of the sample indicate that they have problems

with resacas

QUESTION AREA 12: TRANSPORTATION ACCESSIBILITY QUESTIONS

72 perceat of-the sample indicate that they use a private

car in order to obtain health care

11 percent, of the sample indicate, gthat they use .a

relative's car

2 percent' of the sam e indicate that they use . a

neighbor's car

10 percent of the sample indicate that they take the bus

in order to seek health care

3 percent of the sample indicate `hat they walkto their

health care facility

54 percent of the sample indicate that,it takes the less

than 15,minutes to reach their health facility

26 2e cent of the sample indicate that it *ekes them a

half,aa hour to reich their health care facility

11 percent of the sample indicate that it takes them one

hour to reach their health care facility

9 percent of the sample indicate that it takes them more

than one hour to reach their health care facility
.Y
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QUESTION AREA 13: HEALTH CARE SOUGHT IN MEXICO QUESTIONS

53 percent of the sample uve Lever sought medical care in

Mexico

31 percent of the sample sometimes seek medical care in

Mexico

13 percent of the sample always seeks medical .care in

Mexico

11 percent of the ssmple) always buys medication in Mexico

32 percent of the sample sometimes purchases medicine in

Mexico

8 percent of the sample indicate that they go to Mexico to

consult a folk doctor (curandero)

17 percent of those who go to Mexico for healthcare do so

because they feel it is better treatment

20 percent of those who go to Mexico for health,care do so

because it is less expensive

QUESTION AREA 14: HEALTH CARE INFORMATION QUESTIONS

6 percent of the sample indicate that they do not take

their prescribed medication

3 percent of the sample indicate that they do not take

their medication because they do not like the side-effects

4
it causes

3 percent of the sample indicate that they do not take

their medication because it cust too much tor';purchase,-
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35 percent of the sample indicate that they know where to

refer person with problems concerning fully vic.',.nce

45 percent of the 1aple indicate that they know where to

refer a person with problems concerning family planning

needs

27 percent of the sample indicate that they know where to

refer a person wiAl problems concerning alcohol abuse

21 percent of, the sample indicate that they, know where to

refer a person' with problems which are drug related

21 percent of the sample indicate that they know where to

refer a person with problems concerning stress, tension,

and anxiety

23 percent of the sample indicate that they knout where, to

refer a person with problems concerning an unwanted

pregnancy

23 percent of the sample indicate that they know where 'to

refer a person with problems concerning sexual abuse of a

child

27 percent of the sample indicate that they know 'where to

refer a person with problems concerning child day care

needs

18 percent , the, sample indicate that they know where to

refer a person with problems concerning child rearing

20 percent of the simple indicate that they know where to

refer a person with problems concerning juvenile

,delinquency
Y
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20 percent of the sample indicate that they know where to

refer a pers4n with problems concerning rape or incest

23 percent of the sample indicate that they know where to

refer a person with problems concerni*g family mental

retardation

55 percent o: the sample indicate tha they know where to

refer a person whose children need immuaizatioas

22 percent of the sale indicate that they kiow where to

refer a person with learning lisability needs

23 percent of the sample indicate that they know where to

refer a parson with problems concerning nutrition \)

16 percent of the sample indicate that they know where to

refer a person with problems concerning teenage sexuality

21 percent of the sample indicate that they know where to

refer a person with emotional problems

34 percent of the sample indicate that they kno4 wha\tv,o

)

refer a person with problems co.ncerming pest and animal

control

42 percent of the sample indicate that they kndw were to

refer a person who needs to get in touch with the health

department

71 percent of the sample indicate that they know where to

refer a person who needs to go to the clinic

58 percent of the saiple indicate that they know where to

refer a person who needs emergency care
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48 percent of t'?el sample indicate that they know where to

refer a parson who has school problems

QUESTION AREA 15: UNTREATED BEEAVIORA;. PROBLEM DUE TO LACE

OF INFORMATION ABOUT TREATMENT

5 percent of the sample indicate that they have an alcohol

problem in their family which is untreated

2 percent of the sample indicate that they'have a drug

abuse problem in theif family which is untreated

3 percent of the sample indicate that *they' have a mental

health problem in their family which is untreated

4 percent 'of the sample indicate that tney have a

deprestsion problem in their family which is untreated

3 percent of the sample indicate that they have a marital

problem in their family which is untreated

I percent of the sample indicate that they have a child

) abuse problem in their family .which is untreated

2 percent of the sample indicate that they have a problem

of violent or aggressive behavior in their family which is

untreated

2 percent of the sample indicate that they have a vreblem

of a family member with withdrn ( behavior which is

untreated ,

I percent of the sample indicate that they have a mental

retardation problem in their family. which is untreated



8 percent of the xample indicate that they have a problem

in their family for which outside help is needed

14 percent of the Numple indicate that their family, would

benefit from nursing care in their home

16 percent of the sample indicate that their family would

benefit from nutrition programs in their home

10 percent of the,, sample indicate that their family would

benefit from physical therapy for a family member

13 percent of the sample indicate that their family would

benefit from child care programs

6 percent of the sample indicate that their family would

benefit from special education programs

7 percent of the sample indicate that their family would

benefit from information about emotional problems

. 14 percent of the sample indicate that their family would

benefit from information about weight problems

SURVEY RECOMMENDATIONS

RECOMMENDATION 1: The clarification of 3rownsville's

resronsibilities for the health of its population and the

development of a formal policy to that effect.

Brownsville is directly involved with the healt. of its

Population in some ways and on y indirectly involved in

others. The city health department is directly responsible

for the environmental he'alth of neighborhoods, animal
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contrql, and- health code anforceient. The City has an

indirect commitment in its support of the Brownsville

Community Reelth Clinic, which is principally funded by the

federal government. Given the inevitability of federal

funding; cutbacks to Community Health Clinics, it behooves the

City to begin planning for this fact.

RECOMMENDATION 2: The development of a hedlth plan for

the City of Brownsville.

Brownsville should take the example set by the state and

federal governments in developing a local health plan. Given

the unique health problems which exist in Brownsville, the

City should begin to develop strategies for their solution.

RECOMMENDATION 3: The continuation and enhancement

the epidemiology program in Brownsville.

Brownsville should enhance all types of reporting systems fo

the purpose of knowing where the most severe health problems

exist.

RECQMMENDATION 4: The development and implementation of

reporting and accounting systems.

This will assess levels of need and expenditure by the

various city departments involved with health care delivery

for the purpose of quality assurance and cost-effectiveness.
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There is also a need to measure the impact of obligatiods to

provide healthcare on the city budget. The City must begin

evaluating the effects of state and federal policy and

expenditures on the City in general. This would help to

identify arels of financial stress due to any city health

care obligation, and determine the City's obligation to .pay

for the care, of the indigent population. More importantly is

the need to develop reporting ,systems for the ".purpose of

futurn budgetary and policy making decisions.

RECOMMENDATION . The improvement of third party

;eligibility and accessibility for indigents in Brownsville.
4.

Brownsville has a very large population of medical indigents;

Since poor people are often unaware of the availability of

programs, Brownsville should develop programs designed to,

inform the medically indigent of the health related programs

available to them, for example: 'Medicare benefits for the

elderly and the expansion of Medicaid eligibility and other

ptograms.

RECOMMENDATION, 6: The coordination of state, county,

city, and federally funded non-Profit agencies' to access

perinatal care for the medically indigent in Brownsville.

Both the federal and state health departments have

identified` maternal and child health as high priorities. The

report of the Governor's Taskforce on Indigent Health 'Care
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notes that, "Poor women and children particularly are likely

to be uninsured and to face barriers in receiving the care

they need. Indigent pregnant women also have substantial

health care needs; they have higher rates of low-weight

infants at birth than do non-indigents." Brownsville could

follow the state plan in:

Developing a comprehensive prenatal care plan for

the underserved. .
Developing a well-defined, coordinated, and multi-
level network of maternity and infant care services

in Brownsville.

Organizing perinatal
with

education for

persons who interact with the medically indigent in

Brownsville.

Accessing transportation to and.from health care
services for women and infant children.

Integrating the use of public and private sector

providers of maternity and infant care.

RECOMMENDATION 7: Establish an indigent health fund for

the City.

Given the clear need provide healt' care services to any

persons in 3rownsville, the City should begin to develop a

health fund.

RECOMMENDATION Improve relations between public and

private sectors tpr the provision of health care services.

171.
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Historically, the relationship between the private and public

sector haalth care providers has been poor. Brownsville

should initiate dialogue between and two sectors for the

development and implementation of plans.for the provision of

a wide range of health services.

RECOMMENDATION 9: Develop a system fqr consultation,

referral, and care for the " health needy" Brownsville.

Many serious and costly illnesses and health conditions could

be avoided if the person has been afforded consultation and

I
referral services.

RECOMMENDATION 10: Brownsville should develop and

disseminate health educational information.

A wide range of health information could be provided to

persons in Brownsville which provide information on the.

-availability of health care services, and provide education

about certain types of health problems and/or hazards.

RECOMMENDATION 11: Develop a child Illness and health

monitoring system, coordinated through the clinic,' health

department, and the schools.

The goals for a child illness and health monitoring program

would be to:

so-
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Iv Assure that children at risk for developmental

delays and other handicaps have the maximum

opportunity to reach their developmental poten-

tial.

2- To enhance child and infant health through a

system of identification and tracking. To

assure all high-risk children and infants remain

under child health supervision by a private

physician or public health clinic.

3- Reduce the incidence of child abuse and neglect

in this high-risk population.

RECOMMENDATION /2: The development of an adolescent

pregnancy prevention and education program.

The state indigent health taskforce has identified a high

unemployment rate, welfare dependen,cy rate, and dropout rate

as some of Ahe important, factors affecting adolescent

pregnancy. The medically at-risk population in Brownsville

has all of these characteristics and more. As such, we are

faced with an epiiemic rate of adolescent pregnancies.

RECOMMENDATION 13: The coordination of t e availability

of primary care services with County, State, and Federally

funded non-profit agencies.
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Primary zav+ services are defined as the following types

of services:

1- Diagnosis and Treatment

2- Emergency Services

3- Family Planning

4- Preventive Services and Immunizations

5- Health Education

6- Laboratory an4 I-Ray

7. Nutrition Service

8- Health Screening

9- Home Health Care

10- Dental Care

11- Transportation

12- Prescription Drugs and Devices and Durable Supplies

13- Environmental Health

14- Podiatry Services

IS- Social Services

The State points out that, "the definition of primary

care services should be used as a guideline by local decision

makers to facilitate program planning, coordination and

evaluation,' regula y promulgation, reporting' and health

care delivery. The result of improved and available primary

care services would be seen in reduction in health care

expenditures (particularly for secondary and tertiary .are),

in mortality and morbidity, and in improvement in indivi4ual

productivity and economic growth."
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RECOMMENDATION 14: There should be some mechanism in

the City for on-going primary care service delivery planning.

There is, and will continue to be, a need to develop primary

care strategies to improve access to ambulatory primary care

services by those unable to acquire private care.

RECOMMENDATION 15: The enhancement and enforcement of

all health codes.

RECOMMENDATION 16: The improvement 'elf environmental

health in Brownsville.

Commensurate with the need to improve. the overall quality. of

life in Brownsville, is the nel0 to enhance the enforcement

of all health codes. as well as the development of new codes

as they become necessary.

RECOMMENDATION 17: The development of preventive health

care services for all Brownsville citizens, especially, the

medically indigent.

Preventive care services are defined as following types of

services:

1- Health Screening

2- Early Detection

3- Health Education

4- Family Planning
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S- Preventive Mentaljtealth Services 1
4

6- Immunization

7- Dental

8- Environmental Health

RECOMMENDATION 18: The development of primary care

services dealing with mental, emotional, and behavioral

health.

"At any given time, up to 25 perce-nt of the populatiOn is

estimated to be suffering from mild to moderate depression,

anxiety, or other emotional disorders." In Brownsville,

problems associated .with poor mental health, such as

emotional stress, domestic violence, child abuse, alcoholism

znd drug abuse, and anti-social behavior, are'high because of

the endemic characteristics of poverty. Probably the most

serious factor involved with poor mental health is the

inavailability of crisis intervention services.

RECOMMENDATION 15: The development of a catastrophic

care plan.

Brownsville should develop an on-going plan for a number of

possible catastrophies,including both natural and man-made

disasters.



RtCOMMENDATION 20: Development and planning for future

Emergency Medical Care Services.

Emergency cat, services are defined as the following types of

services:

1- Stabilisation
4

2- Diagnosis and Treatment

3- Diagnostic Technology

4- Laboratory and X-Ray

5- Education, for Emargency recognition

6- Transportation/Transfer /Referral.

7- Communication

RECOMMENDATION 21: Development of a dialogue and

interface between health care providers 'in Brownsville and

our sister-city Matamoros.

A local border health initiative should be developed to

improve the quality of care for persons in the

Brownsville/Matamoros area.
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TABLES OF GENERAL RESULTS

THE FOLLOWING SET OF TABLES PROVIDES THE *GENERAL'

RESULTS OF TEE SURVEY BRONENDOWN BY ,

KALE RESPONDENT, AND FEMALE RESPONDENT. EACH CATEGORY.

INCLUDES THE PERC NT FOR EACH LEVEL OF RIZIPONSE AS WELL

AS THZ NUMBER OF nasoNs (HOUSEHOLDS) RESPONDIN4.

THESE TABLES A/41 CALLED "GENERAL' TABLES BECAUSE

THEY REMUS'S= THE RESULTS CALCULATED FOR THE OVERALL

SAMPLE SURVEYED. THAT TS, WHILE THEY DO PROVIDE COMPARP

SONS FOR MALE VS. FEMALE RESPONDENTS, THEY DO NOT

IIPICATE RESULTS FOR PLANNING ZON ES WEIGHBOEHOODS).

FOR THE PERSON WHO WISHES. A MORE DETAILED OR SPECIAL

TOPIC ANALYSIS OF. THE RESULTS,. THESE TABLES' PROVIDE MANY

HIDDEN CLUES AS TO THE HEALTH NEEDS OF BROWNSVILLE.
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TABLE 8

AGE OF RESPONDENT

M

15 to 19 YEARS (1)

20 to 24 YEARS (2)

25 to 34 YEARS (3)

35 to 44 YEARS (4)

45 to 54 YEARS ' (5)

55 to 64 YEARS (6)

65 to 74 YEARS (7)

75 to 64 YEARS (8)

I

85 YEARS AND OVER' (9)

4

TOTAL HALE FEMALE
SAMPLE RESPONDENT RESPONDENT

2 N 2 N 2 N
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4

4

TABLE 9

, AGE OF SPOUSE

15 -to 1 4 YEARS (1)

20 to 24 YEARS (2)

25 to 34 YEARS (3)

}5

..*

to 4.4 YEARS (4)

45 to 54 YEARS (5)

55 to '64 YEARS (6)

65
.

t-oi 74 YEARS (7)

75

...

Co 84 YEARS (8)

85 YEARS AND OVER (9)

SO

41

TOTAL MALE FEMALE
SAMPLE 4' RESPONDENT RESPONDENT

2,

0 13

.

4 i02

17 451

17 468

13 347.

9 244

-6 151

70

11

0 8

3 72

16 337

-

17 354

13 266

9 191

118

3 56

8



TABLE 10

-RESPONDENT ' S PLACE OF BIRTH

f

.

r Ir

BORN IN USA, NOT TEXAS

,

(1)

BORN IN TEXAS, NOT

THE VALLEY (2)

Ir

BORN IN THE VALLEY (3)

BORN IN MEXICO, NOT

TAMAULIPAS

%..

(4)

BORN IN TAMAULIPAS (Si

.
_

OTHER

.

(6)

$

. TOTAL

SAMP2 N

111 194

111111

II 876

21 561

30 S11

26

MALE
RESPONDENT

FEMALE
RESPONDENT
2 N
.

6

,

131
...

7 153

i

33 694

22 462

i

31 660

I



TABLE 11

SPOUSE'S PLACE OF BIRTH

0

BORN IN USA, NOT TEXAS (I

BORN IN TEXAS, NOT

VALLEY
I

THE

(2)

BORN IN' THE VALLEY ( 3.)

BORN IN MEXICO, NOT

TAMAULIPAS

M

(4)

BORN IN TAMAULIPAS (5)

OTHER ( )

TOTAL
SAMPLE

2

MALE
RESPONDENT
2 N

...

6 1111111

6 32

25 11111

16 116

111111

1111111

ti

195

FEMALE'
RESPONDENT

4,, 92

.494

I 13 267

.

20 617

IIIII



t '

TALE 1 2

EPL1CATIONAL ATTAINMENT 0#4., RESPONDENT

4

NO SCHOOL AT ALL h .
,

.(I)

DID NO COMPLETE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

t

(2)

-V---

COMPLETED ELEMEN 'ARY SCHOOL oNLY. - (3)

DID NOT COMPLETE JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL

4

.

, v.

(4)

COMPLETED JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL (5)

. .

DID-NOT COMPLETE HIGH-SCHOOL - (6)

-COMPLETED HIGH SCHOOL ONLY (7)

DID NOT, COMPLETE CO LECE (8)

COLLEGE GRADUATE :(9)

TOTAL
SAMPLE
2

p

MAIZ FEMALE

RESPONDENT - RESPONDENT
N Z.

40 11 I 228

26 711 25 131 26 1 560

18 # 372

189

7 1 145-

'19 I 196

11 235 '

.

5 1 106

4 1 82

Iwo

196 191



so&

TABLE 13

EDUCATXONAL ATTAINMENT OF SPOUSE

11.

. . .

../ .- . ,

NO SCPOL AT ALL ,
.

.

. (1)......

DID NOT COMPLETE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL (2)
.....

i,...

COM ' ETE D ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ONLY (3)

DID NOT COMPLETE JUNIOR HIGH CHOOL

4

(4)

COMPLETED JUNIOR RIGA SCHOOL ONLY (5)

.

DID NOT COMPLETE HIGH SCHOOL (6)

COMPLETED UIGH'SOHOOL ONLY (7)
....m..4

DID NOT COMPLETE COLLEGE (8)

[COLLEGE GRADUATE, (9)

TOTAL
SAMPLE

MALE
. RESPONDENT

FE) ALE
RESPONDENT

.N

- .
5 104

18 389

10 208

109

4 89

6. . 128

9 195

.
92

86

'SW

f9



TABLE. 14

. RESPONDENT'S WORK .OUTSIDE OF, THE HOUSEMLD

TOTAL
SAIIFLE .

N

NS.

200

HALE
RESPOpENT

Ntd

37 196

12 221

RESPONDENT,-...-,--....

17 351 '

51. 1C178



TABLE 15

CURRENT WORK STATUS-OF RESPONDENT

4.

4.

TOTAL HALE FEMALE
SAMPLE. RESPONDENT .RESPONDENT

X N Z N %

TABLE 16

CURRENT WORK STATUS OF SPOUSE

POSITIVE RESPONSE (9

NEGATIVE RESPONSE (2)

TOTAL MALE . FEMALE
SAMPLE RESPONDENT -RESPONDENT

N . '

40 1076

28 .750

29 150

49 259

. 201

43

,

910

23

....

484



"'

II

TABLE

RESPONDENT S WO CATEGORY

TOTAL
SAMPLE

MALE FEMALE
RESPCMMENT RESPONDENT

N

MANAGERIAL & PROFESSIONAL OCCUPATION

TECHNICAL, SALES AND ADMINISTRATIVE

SERVICE OCCUPATIONS RETAIL

PRECISION PRODUCTION, CRAFT AND

Cc REPAIR OCCUPATIONS

FARMING, FISHIWOCCUPATIONS

TRANSPORTATION AND MATERIALS MOVERS (7)

SERVICE OCCUPATIONS HOUSEHOLD 19 516 11 56
Alow

LABORER, UNSKILLED

. 202 20
5 124



TABLE 18

0 SPOUSE' S .WORK CATEGORY
41.

.
.

MANAGERIAL E. PROFESSIONAL. OCCUPATION (I)

TECHNICAL, SALES AND ADMINISTRATIVE

SUPPOR OCCUPATION ... (2) '

-
1

SERVICE OCCUPATIONS RETAIL (3)

PRECISION PRODUCTION, CRAFT AND

,REPAIR OCCUIONS (4)

FARMING, FISHING OCCUPATIONS ( 5 )

MACHINE OPERATORS AND ASSEMBLERS (6)

TRANSPORTATION AND MATERIALS MOVERS (7)

SERVICE OCCUPATIONS HOUSEHOLD (8)

LABORER, UNSKILLED (9)204

SAMPLE
"N

MALE
RESPONDENT

FAALE,
RESRONDENT

205



TABLE 19

LANGUAGE PREFERENCE OF RESPONDENT

TOTAL . MALE
SAMPLE. RESPONDENT

2

9 , 23-2

1

53 1434

1001

FEMALE
RESPONDENT

TABLE ,2©

LANGUAGE PREFERENCE OF SPOUSE

ENGLISH (I)

SPANISH, )

NO PREFERENCE; BOTH (3)

TOTAL
SAMPLE

N

6 165
4

35 929

27. 738

MALE FEMAW *:
RESPONDENT RESPONDENT!

.

37

21.8'

.

'30 155

236

6 125

33 .694

?"7. 576

1



TABLE 21

ENGLISH LITERACY OF RESPOrENT
1

OW

TOTAL
SAMPLE

49 1308

51 1360

TAiiLE 22

ENGLISH LITERACY OF SPOUSE

MALE TgMALE
RESPONDENT RESPONDENT

\1LPOSITIVE RESPONSE (1)

tr.

NEGATIVE RESPONSE (2)

TOTAL HALE
SAMPLE RESPONDENT REFONDENT .

46 968

N

53 1133

FEMALE

37 996

31 647

207



*TABLE 23

SPANISH LITERACY OF RESPONDENT

TOTAL. MALE
SAMPLE RESPONDENT

N

TABLE 24

SPANISH LITERACY OF SPOUSE

POSITIVE RESPONSE (I)

NEGATIVE RESPONSE (2).

TOTAL
SAMPLE

N

59'

10 264

FEMALE
RESPONDENT

N

85 1808

14 302

MALE 'FEMALE ,

RESPONDENT RESPONDEVT

69 362

10



TABLE 25

MARITAL STATUS OF RESPONDENT

.

SINGLE (1)

MARRIED
.

(2)
.

DIVORCED (3)

.

,

SEPARATED .(4)

COMMON LAW (5)

1..

WIDOW/WIDOWER ,(6)

TOTAL MALE FEMALE
. SAMPLE RESPONDENT RESPONDENT

4" N 2 N 2 t N



TABLE 26

ABSENCE FROM WORK DUE TO ILLNESS

TOTAL MALE 4 FEMALE
SAMPLE RESPONDENT RESPONDENT.

N Z N

POSITIVE RESPONSE (I)

NEGATIVE RESPONSE ( )

1 is

51 268

.

13 266

1111



TABLE 27

HEALTH OR PHYSICAL CONDITION OF RESPONDENT WHICH LIMITS ACTIVITY

tr
TOTAL

SAMPLE .

30* 801

68 1 1831

TABLE 23

MALE
RESPONDENT

FEMALE
RESPONDENT

30 632

68 1449

HEALTH OR PHY4ICAL CONDITION OF SPOUSE. WHICH LIMITS ACTIVITY

TOTAL MALE FEMALE'
SAMPLE RESPONDENT RESPONDENT .

POSLfIVE ESPONSE (1)

NEGATIVE RESPONSE- (2)

16 433 17 88 337

52 1387

I

62
4410,

323 49 1047

211



p.

1**

:Vi
e

I.

TABLE 29

HOME OWNERSHIP STATUS OF RESPONDENT
- 4z

TOTAL AV MALE

:SAMPLE
RESPONDENT

w

. 53'

S

2 7

I

34 179
.

11 59

IP

FEMALE
RESPONDENT

49 '.1039
%

38 R 814

11 238



TABLE 30

RESPONDENT'S LENGTH OF RESIDENCE AT PRESENT ADDRESS

0-1 YEAR (1)

2-5 YEARS

.

(2)

G-10 YEARS
.

(3)

MORE THAN 10 YEARS (9

t.

TOTAL
SAMPLE ,

,
22

,,

-,,,,
598 ,'

30 807

15 396

32 851

MALE
RESPONDENT

a.

23 119

31 .163

14 72

32 168

213

FEMALE
RESPONDENT

22

,

469

30 632

15 , 316
-,

31 667



,

TABLE 31

TYPES OF ilQUSCIOLD CONVENIENCES OR FrP1JTIES AVAILABLE AT 1 ipmE

UESTION RESPONSE

1. CITY ELECTRICITY

2. CITY WATER

.

3. CITY SEWER

16

1 4 . NATURAL GAS.*

.

. BUT4 E CAS

6.

% 1.

SEPTIC TANK

7. OUTDOOR PRI VY
. ,

. -8. A TELEPHONE

A TELEPHONE OR RADIO

10. A RADI 0

TOTAL MALE
SAMPLE - RESPONDENT

2 N 2

EMU
;ES PONDENT

96 2580
a

95 25 §8 96 503

86 Z311

65 1753 67 350

92 2487 94 492

14



TABLE 32

'TOTAL -NUMBER OF PERSONS LIVING IN THE liOM

TOTAL
SAMPLE

N
.

ONE

.

.

_
(1)

TWO (2)

THREE

.

(3)

FOUM (4)

FIVE f (5)

SIX

.

(6)

SEVEN ' (7)

EIGHT (8)

NINE (9)

MALE
REIPONDENT
el N

FEMALE
RESPONDENT



TABLE 33

FEMALE RESPONDENT' S TOTAL NUMBER OF PREGNANCIES

TOTAL MALE
SAMPLE RES P ONDENT

Z. H % N

ONE (I)

TWO

.

(2)

44

THREE

.

(3)

FOUR
c.

(4)

FIVE 1 (5)

.

SIX
.. (6)

..--

SEVEN

.

(7)

EIGHT Pi)

NINE . (9)

FEMALE
RESPONDENT

'2 N

"I C.



TABLE 34

FEMALE RESPONDENT'S MASER OF LIVING CHILDREN

s

ONE (1)

TWO (2)

THREE (3)

FOUR

IC

*(4)

FIVE (5)

SIX (6)

SEVEN (7)

EIGHT (8)

NINE (9)

)

TOTAL
SAMPLE

MALE
RESPONDENT

2 N

FEMALE
RESPONDENT



TABLE 35 \

TOTAL NUMBER OF CHyREN LIVING IN THE HOME

TOTAL MALE FEMALE
SAMPLE RESPONDENT 'RESPONDENT

N 2 N 2 N

412 13 70 16. 1 333

20 106 f 417 i 369

THREE (3) 14 379 12 63 15 311

FOUR (4) 248 8 40 1 10 1 Z03

FIVE (5) 1'5 3 15 114

SIX (6)

SEVEN (7) 2 42

EIGHT

NINE ( ) 15

uis



TABLE 36
NUWelt OF SCHOOL ASE CHILDREN IN THE HOME

ONE

c.

(It)

.

TWO -

i

(2)

THREE (3)
..

FOUR-

a

. . (4)

. FIVE (5)

SIX

ilf

(6)

SEVEN ,...N ii (7 )

EIGHT , (8)

NINE (9)

TbTAL
SA$PLE

x. N

HALE I, 7EMALE
RESPONDPIT RESPONDENT

Z N 2 N
N



TABLE 37
NUMBFA OF ADULTS IN THE HOME

ONE (1-)
.

TWO

.

. .

(2)

THREE (3)

FOUR (4),

(5)FIVE

TOTAL
SAMPLE

MALE
RESPONDENT

4.6

62 28

14 72

7 ' 36

220

FEMALE
RES PONDENT
- 2 N

18 384

ft

56 1188

13 276

6 131.

2



TABLE -38

NUMBER OF, EMPLOYED CHILDREN IN THE HOME

ONE .

...

(1

TWO

.1

(2)

THREE ( 3 )

FOUR

..

( 4 )

FIVE ( 5,1

SIX
4,

(6)

TOTAL MALE FEMALE
SAMPLE RESPONDENT RESPONDENT



TABLE 39

INCIDENCE OF LIMITATION, DUE TO HEALTH PROBLEM

ALWAYS (1)

SOMETIMES (2)

NEVER. (3)

-TOTAL
SAPLE

2.

12

,

324

29 794

57 1535

222

MALE ,:
RESPONDENT

2
. I

13 1 66

27 1 140

59 1 309

FEMALE
RESPONDENT

2 N



TABLE 40

FAMILY HEALTH STATUS'

TOTAL MALE , FEMALE
SAMPLE . RESPONDENT RESPONDENT.

N

EXCELLENT (1) 40' 1070

FAIR.

.

.

(2) 50' 1359

POOR
.

.

( ) 9 249

223



TABLE

CHRONIC HEALTH PROBLEM IN FAMILY

POSITIVE RESPONSE (1)

NEGATIVE RESPONSE (2)

TOTAL
SAMPLE

64 1 1.730

MALE
RES P6NDENT

2

32 1.67

67 352

224
C.

FEMALE
RESPONDENT

,

4

'35 737

64 ' 1352



TABLE 42

i,,

TREATMENT OF CHRONIC HEALTH PROBLEM BY PHYSICIANTREATMENT
OTHER. f.IF.DICAL SERVICE

POSITIVE RESPONSE (1)

NEGATIVE RESPONSE (2)

TOTAL MALE
SAMPLE 'RESPONDENT.

3033 899

17 470

156

87

FEMALE
RESPONDENT



TABLE 43

HIGH BLOOD PRESSURE,tN FAMILY

TOTAL. MALE, FEMALli
SAMPLE RESPONDENT RESPONDENT

X N 2 N

POSITIVE RESPONSE (1)

NEGATIVE RESPONSE (2)

32 869

67 1792

33 '696

TABLE 44

DIABETES IN FAMILt

TOTAL
SAMPLE

IS 417

84 2249

MALE
. RESPONDENT

X a.,

16 84

83 434

66 1403

FEMALE
RESPONDENT



TABLE 43

FAMILY HEART PROBLEMS (DISEASE)

TOTAL
SAMPLE

Z

TABLE 46

MALE FEMALE
RESPONDENT RESPONDENT

18 95

81 1 423

CANCER OR TUMORS IN FAMILY

TOTAL MALE
SAMPLE RESPONDENT.

POSITIVE RESPONSE

NEGATIVE RESPONSE (2)

6 171

92 2486

18 t 377

82 t 1728

FEMALE
RESPONDENT

227



TABLE 47

ARTHRITIS OR,RHEUMATISM IN FAMILY

POSITIVE RESPONSE: (I)

NEGAtIVE RESPONSE (2)

Jr

TOTAL.
SAMPLE

2

33 879

66 '1784

MALE'
ESPONDENT
2

31 162

67 353

TABLE 48
HEARING PROBLEMS IN FAMILY

TOTAL
SAMPLE

H.

20

79

I

533

2122

MALE
RESPONDENT

FEMALE
RESPONDENT

N

a
33 698

66 1405

FEMALE
RESPONDENT

N2

20

79

423

1673



TABLE, 49

VISION PROBLEMS IN FAMILY

POSITIVE RESPONSE (1)

NEGATIVE RESPONS7 (2)

POSITIVE RESPONSE

TOTAL
SAMPLE

2

52 1401

47 1258

MALE, FEMALE
RESPONDENT RESPONDENT

2

TABLE 50 .

FAMILY DENTAL PROBLEMS

TOTAL
SAMPLE

MALE
RESPONDENT

k

53

46

1 129

971

FEMALE
RESPONDENT

(1)

NEGATIVE RESPONSE (2

47.

229



TABLE *51 1)

PRESCRIBED MEDICATION FOR FAMILY HEALTH PROBLEMS

TOTAL MALE FEMALE

SAMPLE RESPONDENT RESPONDENT
2

49 1037

\..

230



TABLE 52

ABILITY TO OBTAIN MEDICATION

POSITIVE RESPONSE (I)

NEGATIVE RESPONSE

SOMETIMES

TOTAL.
xSAMPLEN

841

380

65

MALE FEMALE
RESPONDENT RESPONDENT

.231

32

ry

675

14

3

294
mamommimimpoullt

7
56'x



TABLE 53

SPECIAL DIETARY NEED

POSITIVE RESPONSE (1)

NEGATIVE RESPONSE (2)

TOTAL MALE
SAMPLE V'. RESPONDENT

2 N 2 N

25 6.61

50 1353

22
.

115

52 .

4

271
.

,

FEMALE
RESPONDENT
2

TABLE 54

ABILITY TO OBTAIN FOOD FOLSPECIAL DIETARY NEED

POSITIVE RESPONSE (1),

NEGATIVE RESPONSE (2)

SAMPLE

18 482

13 348

HALE
RESPONDENT

9.

NE

FEMALE
RESPONDENT

,

.

18 382

266



TABLE 55

ABILITY TO PURCHASE FOOD NEEDED

@ow

TOTAL MALE FEMALE
SAMPLE RESPONDENT RESPONDENT

X N 2

233



TABLE 56

TYPES OF FOOD MOST NEEDED IN HOUSEHOLD

UESTION RESPONSE

. MEATS , EGGS , FISH

2 ..

.

DALRY PRODUCTS

3. FRUITS AND VEGETABLES

k. BREAD PRODUCTS

. ALL TYPES

-V'

TOTAL
SALIVLE

MALE FEMALE
RESECIN DENT RESPONDENT

2'34



TABLE 57

47

INFLUENCE OF RESPONDENT OVER FAMILY'S FUTURE HEALTH

LITTLE (2)

NONE (3)

TOTAL
SAMPLEN

2

A GREAT DEAL (I) MI 192

MALE
RESPONDENT
2

67 .353

21 109

9 47

235

FEMALE
RESPONDENT

73 1543

20
,

430

6 117



POSITIVE "RESPONSE (1)

NEGATIVE RESPONSE (2)

TABLE 58
FAMILY PHYSICIAN

TOTAL
SAMPLE

2 N

65 1751

35- 030

MALE"
'RESPONDENT

N

FEMALE
RESPONDENT

N

62 323 66 1401

38 202 34 710t

TABLE 59

FAMILY DENTIST

TOTAL
SAMPLE

N

30 810

68

I-

.1841

ti

MALE
RESPONDENT

X

30 158

69 362
xv.f.
, Vet I

- J

236

FEMALE
RESPONDENT

N

30

69

633



TABLE 60

HEALTH CARE PREFERENCE

.
.

A DOCTOR IN THE U.S. (1)

A DOCTOR IN MEXICO (2)

A CLINIC IN THE U.S. (3)

A CLINIC IN MEXICO (4)

A HOSPITAL IN THE U.S. (5)
t ,

A HOSPITAL IN MEXICO

4

(6)

A CURANDERO (7)

A NURSE . .. (8)

A PHARMACIST (9)

TOTAL MALE FEMALE
SAMPLE RESPONDENT RESPONDENT



TABLE 41

LIST OF REASONS ON WHVNEDICAL HELP WAS NOT SOUGHT

UESTION. RESPONSE

. GO TO DIFFERENT DOCTORS
-DEPENDING UPON WHAT IS
WRONG

. WE HAVEN'T NEEDED A
DOCTOR .

3. OUR PREVIOUS DOCTOR IS
NO LONGER AVAILABLE

. WE HAVEN'T BEEN ABLE
TO FIND THE RIGHT DOC-
st

5. WE RECENTLY. MOVED TO
THE AREA

. FOR OTHER REASONS

TOTAL. MALE - FEMALE
SAMPLE .*" RESPONDENT 'RESPONDENT

%
441

% N % N

11111
345 3

11111 224 2

III i17 i4



TABLE

LIST OF REASONS ON WHY IT WAS DIFFICULT TO OBTAIN MEDICAL CARE

QUESTION RESPONSE

I. BECAUSE CARE WAS NOT
AVAILABLE WHEN.IT WAS
NEEDED

BECAUSE MONEY WAS. REQUIRED
AT THE TIME'

3. BECAUSE IT COST TOO MUCH

4. BECAUSE YOU.DIDN'T KNOW
WHERE TO CO

S. BECAUSE YOU DON'T HAVE
A WAY TO GET THERE

6.

' ti,,,

BECAUSE THE HOURS WERE
NOT CONVENIENT

7. BECAUSE YOU HAD TO WAIT
TOO LONG TO GET AN .

APPOINTMENT

TOTAL MALE FEMALE
SAMPLE RESPONDENT RESPONDENT

2 N 2

233



.

410

TABLE 62 Warr.)

LIST OF REASONS ON WHY IT WAS DIFFICULUUBTAIN MEDICAL CARE
*so

QUESTION RESPONSE

S. BECAUSE YOU DIDN'T HAVE
ANYONE TO TAKE CARE OF THE
OTHER CHILDREN

9. BECAUSE YOU WOULD LOSE
PAY FROM WORK

10. BECAUSE YOU HAD TO WAIT
TOO LONG IN THE OFFICE

11. BECAUSkrHE STAFF AT THE
OFFICE OR CLINIC WAS RUDE
OR DISRESPECTFUL

12.

......

BECAUSE YOU HAD NO
,C FIDENCE IN THE STAFF

13.

f

BECAUSE THEY COULDN'T
SPEAK SPANISH

i
14.

le

BECAUSE THERE WERE NO
HISPANIC STAFF MEMBERS AT
THE OFFICE OR CLINIC

15. BECAUSE YOU DON'T HAVE
INSURANCE

TOTAL
SAMPLE
2

MALE
RESPONDENT

FEMALE
RESPONDENT'
2 N



1....POSITIVE RESPONSE :111

,
NEGATIVE RESPONSE

POSITIVE RESPONSE (1)

NEGATIVE RESPONSE . (2)

TABLE 63

HEALTH INSURANCE

TOTAL
SAMPLE

2 N

MALE
RESPONDENT

a

35 933 42 219

63 1696 7 298

TABLE 64

DENTAL INSURANCE

TOTAL
SAMPLE

N, .

10 , .267

87 2346

MALE
RESPONDENT

FEMALE
RESPONDENT

N

FEMALE
RESPONDENT

241



TABLE 65

PARTICIPATION.IN FOOD STAMP PROGRAM

MALE
RESPONDENT

a

TOTAL
SAMPLE

N 2 N

54 1453 47 249

45 1220 52 273

TABLE 66

PARTICIPATION IN MEDICARE PROGRAM

POSITIVE RESPONSE (1)

.NEGATIVE RESPONSE (2)
w

TOTAL MALE
SAMPLE °RESPONDENT

N N

25 660

75 2019

242.

.

127

396

FEMALE
RESPONDENT
Z

55 1172

930

FEMALE
RESPONDENT

518

1589
.



TABLE 67

'PARTICIPATION IN-MEDICAID PROGRAM

POSITIVE RESPONSE (I)

..

NEGATIVE RESPONSE '(2)

TABLE 68

MALE FEMALE
RESPONDENT RESPONDENT
2 N 2

14 75

85 1 445

21 452'

77 I 1638

WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION CLAIMS

TOTAL MALE FEMALE
SAMPLE RESPONDENT RESPONDENT

2

POSITIVE RESPONSE (1)

NEGATIVE RESPONSE (2)

10 1 262 I I1 14 73

89 1 2396 85 448

243

182

40 1906



TABLE 69

PARTICIPATION IN THEJSERViCES OF BROWNSVILLE COMMUNITY HEALTH CLINIC

POSITIVE RESPONSE (1)

NEGATIVE RESPONSE (2)

TOTAL
SAMPLE

HALE! FEMALE
RESPONDENT RESPONDENT

56 1512 48 251 58 1230

43 1163 52 271 41 874

TABLE 70

PARTICIPATION IN WELFARE PROGRAM

POSITIVE RESPONSE (1

NEGATIVE RESPONSE (2)

TOTAL
SAMPLE

14 1 388

84 1 2266

244

MALE
RESPONDENT

90 274

FEMALE
RESPONDENT

16 1 334

83 1 1753



TABLE 71

PARTICIPATION IN WIC PROGRAM

POSITIVE RESPONSE (1)

NEGATIVE RESPONSE (2)

TOTAL MALE .

SAMPLE RESPONDENT
2 N.

25 684 20 104

73 1967 78 412

TABLE 72

PARTICIPATION IN FREE SCHOOL LUNCH PROGRAM

POSITIVE RESPONSE (1)

NEGATIVE RESPONSE (2)

TOTAL
SAMPLE

N
,

55 1475

40
,

1082

FEMALE
RESPONDENT

2

MALE FEMALE
RESPONDENT RESPONDENT
2 N x N

56 1194

245



TABLE 73

HEALTH CARE SERVICE NOT SOUGHT BY FAMILY

TOTAL MALE
SAMPLE RESPONDENT

FEMAIlky
RESPONDENT

NEGATIVE RESPONSE (2)

246



TABLE 74

HEALTH PROBLEMS FOR WHICH HELP WAS, NOT SOUGHT

AN INJURY

.

(n.
-

AN ILLNESS OR SICKNESS (2)

A CHRONIC HEALTH

PROBLEM (3)

SOME OTHER PROBLEM (4)

TOTAL MALE
. SAMPLE RESPONDENT

N

FEMALE
RESPONDENT

247



TABLE 75

41

^4;
I -

SPECIAL HEALTH CARE NEEDS CURRENTLY NOT BEING MET

TOTAL
SAMPLE

MALE FEMALE
RESPONDENT RESPONDENT

;

248

23

68

.483

1439



TABLE

LIST OF UNMET HEALTH NEEDS

QUESTION RESPONSE

1. PREGNANCY

2.

.

CHILDHOOD

3. ADOLESCENCE

4. ADULTS

S. THE AGED

TOTAL'
SAMPLE

N

MALE
RESPONDENT
.2

1

3 118

2 13

249

11 1 58

15

FEMALE
RESPONDENT

2



TAME 77

LIST.OF FIRST-AID ITEMS AVAILABLE 141 HOUSEHOLD

QUESTION RESPONSE

1. ASPIRIN OR ASPIRIN SUBSTI-

TUTE

. STOMACH MEDICINES

3. ANTISEPTICS AND ALCOHOL

.

BAND-AIDS AND THERMOMETERS

S. HOME REMEDIES

TOTAL
'SAMPLE
% N

85 2277

72 1926

82' 2207

71 1924

57 1535

MALE FEMALE
RESPONDENT RESPONDENT

2 N 2 N

88 463 84 1771

75 396 71 1496

83 435 82 1730

75 394 71 1496

56 292 57 1210



TABLE 78 4.

SELF TREATMENT OF ILLNESSES

ALWAYS

SOHET IMES (2)

NEVER (3)

TOTAL
.SAMPLE

MALE
RESPONDENT

17 ''91

74 386

6 31

251

FEMALE
RESPONDENT

17 # 356

72 152i

186



TABLE 79

KNOWLEDU OF HOME R.MEDiES,_

POSITIVE RESPONSE

TOTAL
SAMPLE

2

65 1751

NEGATIVE RESPONSE (2) 30

1I

252

818

HALE
RESPONDENT.

1 -

cP

62 324

32 170

FEMALE.
RESPONDENT

2

66 1389

30 639

e.



TABLE 80

LIST OF SOURCES FROM WHOM. HOME REMEDIES WERE LEARNED

QUESTION RESPONSE

1. FROM YOUR MOTHER

. FROM AN AUNT OR SOME OTHER
'FEMALE RELATIVE

. FROM L MALE FAMILY MEMBER

FROM A NEIGHBOR OR FRIEND

5. SOME OTHER HEALER

. FROM READING ABOUT IT

7. FROM TV/RADIO

FROM SOME OTHER SOURCE

TOTAL
SAMPLE

58 1550

.

25

,

661

6 156

5 137

3 89

91'

2 53

3 76

. MALE
RESPONDENT

N

FEMALE
RESPO1DENT
%



TABLE 81

LIST OF ILLNESSES OR CONDITIONS FOR WHICH HOME REMEDIES CONCERN

UESTION RESPONSE

1. THE COMMON COLD

2. THE FLU

3. CHILDHOOD ILLNESS

4. PREGNANCY AND BIRTH

5. INFECTIONS
,......

6. ARTHRITIS

RESPIRATORY PROBLEMS

8. SORE MUSCLES OR BONES

9. OTHER ,

LO.

.

.

ALL .

TOTAL
'SAMPLE

MALE
RESPONDENT

FEMALE
RESPONDENT

2

41 1111 41 217 41 860

74 1985 25 132 27 563

5



:11

L.4

25

TABLE 82

PRIMARY REASONS FOR USING EMERGENCY ROOM

.

DIDN'T KNOW WHERE TO CO (I)

WAS TAKEN THERE BY AMBULANCE 6.HAD NO CHOICE (2)

4

MY OWN DOCTOR WASN'T AVAILABLE (3)

DON'T HAVE A PRIVATE DOCTOR (4)

WAS TOLD TO GO THERE BY A DOCTOR OR THE CLINIC' (5)

DIDN'T KNOW WHERE ELSE TO GO (6)

gib

IT WAS CLOSER O MY HOME (7)

IT WAS AFTER OFFICE HOURS , (8)

I*

b.

4

TOTAL
SAMPLE

MALE
RESPONDENT

N

FEMALE
RESPONDENT
2



TABLE 83

CHILDREN'S PLACE OF BIRTH

ALL IN MEXICO (I)

ALL IN THE U.S. (2)

PART IN U.S. AND

PART IN MEXICO (3)

OTHER (4)

TOTAL
SAMPLE

2 N

MALE
. RESPONDENT

2 N

2r7

10 1 52

60 1313

12 62

1 1 5

FEMALE
RESPONDENT



TABLE 84

TYPE OF CHILDBIRTH DELIVERY

A DOCTOR IN A HOSPITAL (I)

A NURSE MIDWIFE AT THE

CLINIC (BIRTHING CENTER) (2)

LAY MIDWIFE (PARTERA) (3)

COMBINATION DOCTOR

AND MIDWIFE (4)

OTHER (5)

TOTAL MALE FEMALE
SAMPLE RESPONDENT RESPONDENT

N N 2 N

258



TABLE 85

KNOWLEDGkOF PLANNED PARENTHOOD

-..,[
POSITIVE RESPONSE (I)

NEGATIVE RESPONSE (2)

TOTAL
.SAMPLE

N

MALE
RESPONDENT

N

FEMALE
RESPONDENT
z N

TABLE. 86

21

PARTICIPATION IN FAMILY PLANNING PROGRAMS

TOTAL
SAMPLE

MALE
RESPONDENT

FEMALE
RESPONDENT

35 742
.

,

59 1242

1



TABLE 87

INTEREST IN PARTICIPATING IN FAMILY PLANNING

POSITIV!. RESPONSE (I)

NEGATIVE RESPONSE (2)

TOTAL HALE
SAMPLE RESPONDENT

23 '407

67 78 07

17

66

?,6 0

91

345

FEMALE
RESPONDENT



IOU!.
TABLE 88

INCIDENCE OF PESTS OR VARMINTS

QUESTI.ON RESPONSE

1. RATS OR MICE.

2. MOSQUITOS

)

3. 'FLIES. TICKS OR FLEAS

4. DOGS AND CATS(STRAY),

5. OPPOSSUMS

6. BATS

7. COYOTES

8. COCKROACHES

c. OTHER

TOTAL
SAMPLE
%

42 1129

9R1

,MALE c FEMALE
RESPONDENT RESPONDENT

1111111

60

178

315

1111111 184

1111111 65

34 177

3 14

1111111 10

69 363

22 116

44 931

62 1321

40 851

36 765

41 376

3 72

3 70

74 1568

26 555



TABLE 89

INCIDENCE OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROBLEMS

QUESTION RESPONSE

, 1UNCOLLECTED TRASH, GARBAGE

2. UNCOLI.EGTED JUNK

3. UNCUT CRASS OR BRUSH

. FLOODING A STAGNANT WATER

. SEWAGE
.-.1.,

. OUTDOOR PRIVYS

7. SEPTIC TANK OVERFLOW
...,

S. AIR POLLUTION

9. NOISE POLLUTION

10. CRIME, VANDALISM, GANGS

11. RESACA PROBLEMS

BUT COPY AVAnAKE

TOTAL
SAMPLE

N

32

36

867

e665

964

MALE
RESPONDENT

30

30 160

6 27

10

18

81

85

140

262

491 19 99

FEMALE
RESPONDENT

33 693

25 538

37 784

14 302

7 143

3 64

3 70

6 117

10 216

18 390

5 103



. t

TABLE 90

TRANSPORTATION USED IN SEEKING HEALTH'CARE''.

PRIVATE CAP (I)

A RELATIVE'S CAR (2)

A NEIGUBOR'S CAR (3)

BUS (4.)

WALK (5)

OTFEER (6)

TOTAL HALE FEMALE
SAMPLE RESPONDENT RESPONDENT

N 2 N ; N



TABLE 91

AVERAGE TIME TAKEN TO REACH' LOCATION OF HEALTH FACILITY

LESS THANA5 MINUTES (1)

HALF' AN HOUR (2)

ONE HOUR (3)

MORE THAN ONE HOUR (4)

I

TOTAL MALE FEMALE
SAMPLE RESPONDENT RESPONDENT

61 320

22 114

10 5

.20

264



TABLE 92

MEDICAL VISITS MADE IN MEXICO

ALWAYS (I)

SOMETIMES (2)

NEVER (3)

TOTAL HALE
SAMPLE RESPONDENT RESPONDENT.

2 N

FEMALE

13 346

31 838

55 1488

TABLE 93

DENTAL VISITS MADE IN MEXICO

TOTAL
SAMPLE

309

SOMETIMES (2) 857

NEVER (3 56 1505

2C5

MALE FEMALE
RESPONDENT RESPONDENT

1T S 1f

I

9 48

34* 181

55 289

11111111111111

III

56

659

1193.



:TABLE 94

PRESCRIBED MEDICATION PURCHASED IN MEXICO

TOTAL
SAMPLE

2

ALWAYS (1) 11 306

SOMETIMES (2) 3.2 860

NEVER (3) 56 1507

TABLE 95

'MALE
'RESPONDENT

56. 295

I I

FEMALE
RESPONDENT

IRO

56

670

.11861

MEDICAL CONSULTATION WITH CURANDERO OR OTHER FOLK DOCTOR IN MEXICO

ALWAYS (1

SOMETIMES (2

NEVER (3)

TOTAL MALE
SAMPLE RESPONDENT

Ni

, .

2 49
%.

6 153

92 2464
. .

FEMALE
RESPONDEa:



0

TABLE 96

INITIAL LOCATION SOUGHT FOR HEALTH CARE TREATMENT

TOTAL S MALE FEMALE
SAMPLE RESPONDENT RESPONDENT

BROWNSVILLE (1)

MATAMOROS (2)

ELSEWHERE IN THE VALLEY(3)

ELSEWHERE IN MEXICO (4)



TABLE 9

LIST OF REASONS FOR SELECTING MATAIIOROS OR MEXICO WHEN SEEKING HEALTH CARE

HESTION RESPONSE

. IT'S BETTER CARE

2. IT'S CHEAPER

3. IT'S FASTER

4. "THEY GIVE YOU WHAT YOU
WANT"

5. "THEY DON'T ASK' ANY
QUESTIONS"

6. THEY UNDERSTAND ME AND
SPEAK MY LANGUAGE

7. OTHER

TOTAL MALE FEMALE
SAMPLE RESPONDENT RESPONDENT

N 2 N 2

3 78 17 3 61
-

19 523 21 108 19 405

222 9 46 8 173

1 24 1 7 1 16

98 2625 3 18 2 46

3 80 16 3 61

4 109 5 25 4 81

268



TABLE 98

FAILURE TO TAKE PRESCRIBED MEDICATION

POSITIVE RESPONSE

NEGATIVE RESPONSE (2)

TOTAL
SAMPLE

MALE
RESPONDENT

N

28

442

'FEMALE
RESPONDENT



TABLE 99

MAIN REASONS FOR NOT TAKING MEDICATION

SIDE EFFECi'S (1)

ci,

COST TOO Mucci (2)

I DN'T THINK IT WOULD WORK-(3)

HAVEN'T PURCHASED MEDICINE

YET (4)

WAS AFRAID TO TAKE MEDICINE(5)

TOTAL MALE FEMALE
SAMPLE RESPONDENT RESPONDENT

2 N 2 N 2 N

270



TABLE 100

LIST OF REFERRAL KNOWLEDGE FOR FAMILY BEHAVIORAL PROBLEMS

QUESTION RESPONSE

.

.

FAMILY tiLGLENCE --

'. FAMILY PLANNING

3. ALCOHOLISM

4.

. --.

DRUG PROBLEMS

5. STRESS/TENSION/ANXIETY

6. UNWANTED PREGNANCY

7. THE SEXUAL ABUSE OF A
CHILD

8. DAY CARE FOR CHILDREN

9. PROBLEMS RAISING CHILDREN

10.

. RAPE OR INCEST `

TOTAL
5AMP,LE

2

MALE .

RESPONDENT
2

MULE
RESPUNDENT
,2

27i



TABLE 100 (coNT.)

LIST OF REFERRAL KNOWLEDGE FOR FAMILY BEHAVIORAL PROBLEMS

UESTIoN RESPONSE

I2. MENTAL RETARDATION

13. IMMUNIZATIONS

14. LEARNING DISABILITIES

15. NUTRITIONAL PROBLEMS

16. TEENAGE SEXUALITY

17. EMOTIONAL PROBLEMS

18. PEST AND ANIMAL CONTROL

19. HEALTH DEPARTMENT

20. CLINIC

21. EMERGENCY CARE

22. SCHooL PROBLEMS

Tt1TAL
SAMPLE

..1

23 621

55 1475

MALE FEMALE
RESPONDENT RESPONDENT

26 1 138

50 1 263

22 592 1 24 t 127

23 613

22 472

56 1189

21 452

16 433 f 20 , 1 105' 15

21 554

34

478

316

917 36 1 191 34

42 1121

71 1899

58 1549 58 1 303 58 1220

2It 1279 I 50 1 263



TABLE 101

. INCIDENCE OF UNTREAIEDJEHAVIORAL PROBLEM5 DUE TO
LACK OF INFORNATIOR IN 'BEATING iliE14

TOTAL
SAMPLE

QUESTION RESPONSE

I. ALCOHOL PROBLEM

2. A DRUG ABUSE' PROBLEM

3. A MENTAL HEALTH PROBLEM

4. DEPRESSION

5. MARITAL PROBLEMS

6. CHILD ABUSE, RAPE, INCEST

e VIOLENT OR AGGRESSIVE
BEHAVIOR

. WITHDRAWN BEHAVIOR

9. MENTAL. RETARDATION

MALE FEMALE
RESPONDENT RESPONDENT



TABLE 102

NEED FOR OUTSIDE ASSISTANCE FOR PROBLEM TREATMENT

TOTAL
SAMPLE

N

MALE
RESPONDENT

FEMALE
RESPONDENT

POSITIVE RESPONSE

NEGATIVE RESPONSE (2)

27.1



"TABLE 103

LIST OF HEALTH PROVIDERS FROM WHOM ASSISTANCE WAS REQUESTED

QUESTION RESPONSE

1. A DOCTOR

2. A PRIEST OR MINISTER

3. A CURANDERO OR HEALS'

4. A CLINIC
AGENCY

OR SOC.AL

5. A MENTAL
CE TER

HEALTH

OTHER

TOTAL
SAMPLE

MALE
RESPONDENT

4.2

FEMALE
RESPONDENT

2

ti

275



TABLE 1O1

LIST OF SPECIAL HEALTH CARE PROGRAMS FROM WHICH HOUSEHOLD MEMBERS 13ENE

QUESTION RESPONSE

I. NURSING CARE IN HOME

2. MEALS ON WHEELS AND OTHER

NUTRITION PROGRAMS

3. PNYSICAL THERAPY

4. CHILD CARE

5. SPECIAL EDUCATION

'6. EMOTIONAL PROBLEMS
INFORMATION

7. WEIGHT PROBLEMS

INFORMATION

TOTAL
SAMPLE

1111111 381

I6 Ili

JO 269

EN
6 168

1111111 195

11111111111

276

MALE
RESPONDENT

FEMALE
RESPONDENT



L

COMPARATIVE POPULATION CHARACTERIVIICS

FOB PLANNING ZONES

Tam SECTION PROVIDES THE READER stars A MAP IDENTIFYING

THE LOCATION OP THE PLANNING ZONES AS WELL AS Alf ALPHA-

BETICAL AND NUMERiCAL LISI'ING ay THE ZONES FOR REFERENCE.

FOR EACH PLANNING ZONE 44 DEMOGRAPHIC IDENTIFIERS ARE

PROVIDED IN 5 TABLES. EACH TABLE ALLOWS FOR THE COMPARE-

SON OF VARIAI3LES BY PLANNING ZONE. ON THE PAGE FACING

EACH TABLE IS A LISTING BY VARIABLE NUMBER AND THE

VARIABLE DESCRIPTION. THE DATA PRESENTED IN THIS SECTION

COME FROM THE 1980 CENSUS OP POPULATION AND WERE NOT

GATHERED BY THE SURVEY QUESTIONNAIRE. THIS SECTION PROVIDES

THE READER WITH A VERY COMPREHENSIVE L1ETHOD OF IDENTIFYING

THE CHARACTERISTICS OP A PARTICULAR PLANNING ZONE AND

COMPARING THEM TO OTHER ZONES.

277
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TABLE 105

ALPHABETICAL usrarc OF ZONES

NEIGHBORHOOD NAME ZONE NUMBER

Acacia Central 14

A
41411aDd

1$

BrownsvMe Country Club 17

Buena Vida 1

Cameron Park 211

Duman Road 27

EL 'Urdu
STS' 29

30

EMT 31

Fish Hatchery 25

Garden Park 3

Honeydala 9

La Lomita 23

Land 0 Lakes 15

La Pam& 22

Los Mama 5

Lozano Banco 0
18

Media Lisa 11

Morales Banco 24

Morningwide 10

Napalm Townsite 21

Original Townsite 2

Palacio dal Sol 4

Palo Verde 12

Quasi HoRow 26

Rio .VIejo 6

Riverside
19

8°4M:atr 13

Villa Verde 7

278
259-1



TABLE 106

NIIIIERICAle LISTING OF ZONES

ZONE NUMBER NEIGHBORHOOD NAME

Bums Vida

2 Original. Townsite

3 Garden Part

4 Palacio del Sol

5 Los Ebanoif

6 Rio Viejo

7 Ma 'Verde

$ Riverside

9 Honeydale

10 Morningside

11
Media Law

12 Palo Verde

13 Souttunost

14 Acacia Central

15 Land -0 Lakes

16 'Lozano Banco

17 Brownsville Country Club

1$ Amigeland

19 Rohindale

20 Jaztfin

21 NopsUto Taws to

22 La Posada

23 La Lomita

24 Morales Banco

25 Fish Hatchery

26 Quail Ballow

27 Duncan Road

22 Cameron Park

29 tu, ETJ

30 ETJ

31g ET.;

25972 279



VARIABLE NIGER VARIABLE DESCRIPTION

1 Total number of persons living in the

neighborhood

2 Percent of total city population living
in the neighborhood

3 Total number of Spanish origin population
in the neighborhood IF

4 Total number of persons under 15 years of

age in the neighborhood

5 Percent of persons under 15 years of age

in the neighborhood

6 Total number of persons over 65 years of

age in the neighborhood

7

9

10

Percent of persons over -65 years of age

in the neighborhood

Median sge in the neighborhood

Total number of households in the neighbor-

hood

Percent of all hOuseholds in the city
representedin the neighborhood

280 260
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ZONE NEIGHBORHOOD

18 AMIGOLAND

CLEARWATER

DUNCAN

EL JARDIN

GARDEN PARK

HONEY DALE

LA LOMITA

LA POSADA

LAND 0 LAKES

LOS EBANOS

MEDIA LUNA

MORNINGSIDE

NOPALITO TOWNSITE

ORIGINAL TOWNSITE

PALACIO DEL SOL

PALO VERDE

QUAIL HOLLOW

RIG VIEJG

RIVERSIDE

3 SOUTHMOST

0 VERMILLION

7 VILLA VERDE

(ET.' REMAINDER

281

( I) (2)
TOTAL

1 2

TABLE 107

(3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10)
TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL MEDIAN TOTAL

AGE 1 2

2,518 2.7. 1,927 837 33.2 125 5.0 24.6 730 2.9

9,749 10.3 9,366 3,281 33.7 995 10.2 23.2 2,456 9.7

306 0.3 257 87 28.4 29 9.5 27.6 115 0.5

1,521 1.6 1,409 444 29.2 190 12.5 25.9 427 1.7

946 1.0 766 355'\ 37.5 49 5.2 20.7 230 0.9

6,448 6.8 5,114 2,426 37.6 296 4.6 22.0:1,651 6.5

'3,799

2,695

4.0

2.8

3,685 1,437

1,840 782

1,226 607

37.8

29.0

46.7

212

290

39

5.6

10.8

3.0

20.3J
4

28.4'

16.34

815

789

244

3.2

3.1

1.01,301 1.4

4,178 4.4 4,066 1,975 47.3 III 2.7 16.1 816 3.2

2,584 1,439 735 28.4 15.9 810

5,717 6.0 3,884 1,529 26.7 434 7.6 26.7 1,784 7.1

3,977 4.2 2,513 1,135 28.5 270 6.8 26.7 1,288 k.1

622 0.7 - 380 159 25.6 89 14.3 30.0 227 0.9

694 0.7 219 , 31.6 60 8.6 mum 0.8
6,518 6.9 5,928 1,880 28.8 943 14.5 27.0 2,129 8.4

525 0.6 455 211 40.2 20 3.8 23.1 134 0.5

6,220 6.6 4,63J 2,156 A 34.7 308 5.3 23.9 1,754 7.0

117 0.1 49 36 30.8 13 11.1 29.7 32 0.1

2,445
.

2.6 1,446 606 24.8 386 15.8 33.6 800 3.2

7,082

11,991
1,913 2.0

5,149 2,071 29.2 794 25.8 2,028. 8.0

11,659 4,303 35.9 594 5.0 20.3 2,559 10.1

1,407 681 35.6 143 7.5 22.4 485 1.9

'7,096 7.5 6,725 2,434 34.3 595 8.4 22.1 1,699 6.7

3,397 3.6 2,621 1,243 36.6 209 6.2 22.5 899 3.5

282



VARIABLE NUMBER

11.

14

15

VARIABLE DESCRIPTION

Percent of all men over the age of 15
who are married

Percent of all,;women over the age of
15 who are married

Total number of families in the neigh-
borhood

Percent of families in the neighborhood
maintained by a married couple

Percent of familiesith a female head-
of-household, no male present

16 Average number of persons per family in
the neighborhood

17 Total number of Spanish origin families
in the neighborhood

IS Percent of Spanish origin families main-
tained by a married couple

19

20

Percent of Spanish origin families main-
tained by a female head-of-household, with
no male present

Percent of foreign born persons in the
neighborhood

283
262



z NE NEIGHBORHOOD

14 ACACIA CENTRAL

1 BUENA VIDA

IS- AMICOLAND

2 CLEARWATER

27 DUNCAN

20 EL jARDIN

3 GARDEN PARK

9 HONEYDALE

4 LOMITA

22 LA POSADA

15 LAND 0 LAKES

5 LOS EBANOS

11 LUNA

10 MORNINGSIDE
f

21 NOPALITO TOWNSITE

2 ORIGINAL TOWNSITE

4 PALACIO DEL SOL

12 PALO VERDE

26 QUAIL HOLLOW

6 RIO VIEJO

8 RIVERSIDE

13 SOUTHMOST

30 VERMILLION

7 VILLA VERDE

"J) REMAINDER

11

. 284

TABLE 1.08

.01) (14) (13). (14) (15) (16) 67) (18) (19) (20)

TOTAL AVE. TOTAL
2 1 A 2 2 1 1 2 2

70.4 65.8 83.9 13.7 4.03 421 81.5 29.2

57.5 43.1 2,095 68.3 28.1 4.40 2,025 67.5 28.9 30.9

63.6 91 100.0 0 2.79 100.0 0

58.7 44.4 383 75.5 24.5 3.95 356 73.6 26.4 33.9

63.9 64.6 203 92.1 5.9 4.17 142 88.7 88.7 13.8

59.5 63.9 89.3 7.6 4.03 1,116 89.6 Imalling
61.4 55.1 765 77.8 21.2 4.56 728 76.6 22.3 19.0

67.9

1E1E1
68.0

59.7 674 88.1 11.0 3.69 403 84.6 13.9. 15.9

59.6 87.011111131112111111EIE1 86.2 40.5

60.1 84.8 12.9 mii 84.7 13.0 36.4

77.0';

Int1111111111111111

67.6

65.61rmannowne
74.3

59.0

65.5.

693

1,034

181

91.2 Ism 3.60 279 93.5 11.4

83.2 16.0 3.67 898 80.811013
86.11111212

16.9

85.1

86.7

14.0 3.34 597 15.8.

24.6

111113

3.64 55.9 36.61111M
3.30 79 92.4 7.6 Emu

56.0

111211111111111111111

69.5

1111111
68.3

45.111111B

59.21111313110111313
76.9

71.61113313
81.1

10"

18.9

3.74 1,386

120

70.3111111111111131

76.7 35.03.82

3.86

1113110

1,036 80.2 15.5

0 0

54.6 601131111111311011310
marmamimEiciai 1,240

81.9

igueseignuie
14.0110113

60.4 4 9 . 4

58.7 50.5 2,306 80.2 15.0 5.08 2 -, 211 80.1 15.0 28.8

68.4 63.7 411 86.9 8.3 4.27 250 88.8 11.2 12.8'

57.7 46.4 1,491 77.2 20.1 4.50 1,360 75.7 21.3 28.0

68.8 64.8 837 83.2 12.3 4.17 599 83.0 12.9 .17.2

285



-VARIABLE NUMBER VARIABLE DESCRIPTION

21

22 .

Perieut of mono-lingual Spanish speaking
children in the neighborhood

0, Percent of mono-lingual Spanish speaking
adults in the neighborhood

23 Percent of high school dropouts(age 16-19)
in the neighborhood

24 Percent of, those 25 years of age and over
with au lolucation level of 6 years or less

25 Percent of those 25 yiears of age and over
who are high school. graduates in the

neighborhood

26 Percent of persons living in a different
house five years earlier

27 Percent of all working age persons in the"

labor force in the neighborhood

28 Percent of all working age females in the
labor force in.the neighborhood

29 Unemployment rate for the neighborhood

30 Median household income for the neighborhood

2s6 264



71,

ZONE' # NEIGHBORHOOD

,

Au 'IA CENTRAL

BUENA VI-DA

AMIGOLAND

C4.EAIRWATER .

DUNCAN

EL JARDIN ,

GARDEN PARK

MbNEYDALE

LA LOMITA

LA POSADA N

LAND 0 LAKES'

LOS EBANOS

MEDIA LUNA

MORNINOSIDE

NOPALITO TOWNSITE

ORIGINAL TOWNSXTE
,.g

PALACIO DEL SOL

PALO VERDE
owiegysza

QUAIL HOLLOW
. .

VIRIO EJO

RIVERSIDE' .

SOUTHMOST

iERMII.LION _

VILLA VERDE

REMAINDER

287

a

-TABLE 10.9

(21) (22) (23) .(24) (25) (26)
4.

2 2 2

(27)

'2

(28) (29) (30)
- MEDIAN

$

30.3 WEI 28.0 63.9 57.6 66.8 'ilamillem 16;215

20.5 43...6 111111111/11313 :19.0E1(11E1111 8.9 MED
0 Illan .0 29.5 70.5:11E1E3 ' 60.0 19.8 2.0 16,548

19.6 36.7 26.6 67.0 27.2 20.4 52.6, 39.8 -11.0 9,843

0 '42.0 18.6 152.9 32.1 60.4 58.'3 31.0 8.8 13,292

20.6 '34.6 20.6 44.1' 42.4 48.2 66.7 ' 56.8 a -7.7 12,795

21.2 36.9 27:5 65.3 19.1 21.0 8.5 47.4 1.2.4 1 019

17.1 26.3 0

inommu
17.5 70.5 32.7 59.9 - 49.3 8.7 15,379

37.6 62.1 19.2 32.4 42.5 .10.5 9,110

38.9
11=111011

11.9

lamiam
13.3

10.5

79.1

milm
10.8 33.1 62.7 43.9 14.0 8,016

,66.6 60.9 50.7 39.1 15,903

22.47 18.7 73..9 -40.6 64.9 53.7 3.8 6,040

7.6 20.1 .6.7 14.7 75%4 .68.4 67.4 57.4 2.7 18,705

Illm
36.5

19.0 0

22,2

.23.7
31.0111=1111MIM°
55.611101313

26.6

NEE

63.8

51.5

36.91131111110
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47..4

8.1

,21.9

11.011J3W
0

10,167

12,039

17,250

50.2
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1111113

1111113
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1113113111113
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"164 itimma 67.8 -60.9 '64.1 52:.9musi
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30A

';', 0 100.0 1.00.0 100.0
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111111,
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VARIABLE NU
:1

MBER VARIABLE DESCRIPTION

,31 Median family income for the neighborhood

4

32,

33

34

15

36

37

6. t .

....,

Median income of Spanish oriilm families
in the neighkorhepd

1

1

Per capita income, in the neighborhood

Total :lumber of persons in the neighborhood
below the poverty level

'Percent of persons below the poverty level
in the neighborhood

Total number of persons over 65, years of
age below the poverty level in the neigh-
borhood

,

Percent of persons over 65 years of'age
low the poverty. level in the neighW2r-

!woo- .

I

.
.

33 Total number of families below, the poverty
level in Cie neighborhood

39. Percent of families below the poverty level
with a female head-of-hcusehold

t.

.40 Percent of Spanish origin persons below the
poverty level in the neighborhood



ZONE NEIGHBORHOOD

tr.

(31) (32) (33) (34)
MEDIAN MEDIAN CAPITA TOTAL

v , $ 1.

TABLE 110

(35)
(36)
TOTAL

f,'

(37) (38) (39) .140)
TOTAL

2 1 2

ACACIA CENTRAL 16.073 5,460 IIIEEMEEI NIB
implicalma

79 30 :4 Ern
42.9,

BUENA VIDA 8,480 8.5440 2.353 4,156 Imo 389
AMIGOLANav 19,306 17.729 9,245 .92 30.4 10 100.0 10 . 0 38.3

CLEARWATER 9,883 i0,918 IEE11111:111011
4.,4491111111 20.7

79 EMI 89 IIEENIIIIMIEI

11121111011
9.3 43.4

DuNCAN 13,708 9,732 14 41

EL JARDIN 12,442 10,654 4.106 2,410 36.3 85 32.0 486°

'GARDEN PARK 10,311 10.017

15.518

.2,591

5.963

.1.520

408

42.8

15.2

94

53

62.3

18.

303

80

36.6

32.5

44.6

-419.7HONEYDOLE 17.237

LA LOMITA 9,299 9.034 2,186 706` 109 0 54.9

LA POSADA 8,399 ILIEEEIMIIIIENUI 60.6
66' 62.9 111111111111111612

LAND 0 LAKES 20,457 20,279 6,656 168 6.4 Illailmi 36,, 16.7mu
LOS EBANOS 171054 5,881 90411E0E1 9 111001111112111111131111311

MEDiA LUNA 20,457 182514 7.368 471 12.3 8 4.4 109 54.1 ,14.1

MORNINOSIDE 11,417' 9,940 5,396 , 211 32.4 9 10.3 44 34.1 39.1

NOPALITO TORMITE '1 76 9 327 4 889 225 "34.7 21 32..8 56 30.4 45.1

oljc,Ig L COWNSITE 43508. 9,213 11,610 2 923 45.0 335 . 35:1 570 32. 47.5

OL 1 250 16 732

WM
14 012.

5 888

9 360

143 25.3 0 0

26.6

33

Inilimill
54.5 29.1

30.R.PALO VERDE IIIIIIIIIMIIIMI 1 505 82

s& . W 10 468 . 0 0 © 0 0 0 100.0

RIO VIEJO BIETIMIIIIIIIITI 439 18.1 15 illmillall 37.3 28.6

E IDE '2 239 32.0 193 24.3 407 34.211E11e

SOUTHMOST 10 236 10 083 2,265 .5091 42.5 1111811 37.5 898 24.7

iminalts
2.6.7

KM
mum

VERMILLION IIETIMITIIIIMI
10,131 2,652

649
3..556Imam

'36.6 90' 64.7

mormaill
139

VILLA VERDE 8,677 50.2 267

REMAINDER 11,448 9,869 3,641 60 Imp 270 20.0=9

2.90
291
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VARIABLE NUMBER

41

IP

4

'VARIABLE DESCRIPTION

3.

Percent of year-round housing units with
couplotelciechens f acuities

e .

Perceii of _households is the neighborhood
with teleplioncservice

43 Percent of hiouseholds in.the nolghborhOod
with at least one vehicle available

44 Percedt of householders living in housing
units for 10 years car more

292
268
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1

18

2'

27.

ZO

3

9

. 23

22

15

5

11

21
2

4

12

16

6

a

13

:30

7

(ET.1).

*me

ACACIA CENTRAL .

BUENA NIDA

AMIGOLAND
,

CLENIMATER.

DUNCAN

EL.JAiDIN

GARDEN iARK

doNEYDALE

-LOMITA'

LA .POSADA .

LAND 0 LAKES

LOS EBANOS

MEDIA LUNA

KGRNINGSIDE

NOPALITO TOWNSITE

ORIGINALblOWNSITE

PALACiO,DEL SdL.

PALO VERDE

QVAILifOLLOW

*1110A 'WEJO

RIVERSIDE

OUTHMOST, '

VERMILLION

VILLA VERDE

REMALKDER

293,

(41) /(42) (43)i

e

TABLE 111

644)
2

86.7
100.0
95.7
90.9
95.4
92.6
98.8
93.3
88.4 .

99.3

99.7

100.0

100.0t

89.8w

'85.6

100.0

8'6.s
88.4
90.9
86.1

98.5
66.9

100.0
.68.1 ,

97.3

97.2
86,1
93.7
94.8
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11011111111111111111MEMMIE

111111111101111111111111111011111111
11111111111111 11111111111.111111111

40.4
16.2

. 32.0

27.6
29.6
5.6

73.6

76.4

91.3

92.5

97.3
85.9
68.3

90.0

98.i

97.2'

98.1.

18.8

5.3

1.8

97.3
.94.5

65.6.

100.0i1.2
85.7

100.0

92.9

93.1

'87.9

83.7

t3.3

80.6

91.8

100.0

,95.4
84.0
82.6

90.8

-14.5

22.3
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9.7

17.4
0

40.5
36.3
19.4
28.6

43.2

24.1

11111011.111111111111M
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c

' *

PLANNING ZONE afriallBORIROD) CRARACTEEIETICS

.THIS SECTION PROVIDES tIE SANE DESCRIPTIVE INFORMATION

AS 7 THE PREVIOUS SECTION BUT ARRANGES IT BY PLANNING

ZONE OR NEIGHBORHOODS, wriii A MAP INCLUDED. THE

RATIONALE BEND, INCLUDING THE SAME INFORMATION TWICE,

BUT IN DIFFERENT FORMATS, Lg TO FACILITATE THE READER' S

STUDY OF Tim RESULTS OF TIIE SURVEY. post taz READER

WII0 IS SPECIFICALLY -INTERESTED IN A PARTICULAR PLANNING

ZONE OR NEIGIUPOREOOD, TM SECTION ALLOWS SUPPORTIVE

INFORMATION TO' BE. RLSELY ACCESSIBLE.

295 270
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TAB 112

me NEIGHBORHOOD STATISTICS

St M VIDA

1. Total number of persons lilting in the neighborhood

2. Percent of total emu population living in 'thineighborhood

3. Total number of Spanish len population in the neighborhood

4. Total number of persons under IS years of age in the neighborhood

S. Fervent of.porsons under IS years or age in the neighborhood

6. Totafinumber.of persons over 45 years of age in the neighborhood

7. Percent of persons oyer 66 years of age in the neighborhood

B. Median age,in the neighborhood.

9. Total number of households in the'neighborhood

10. Percent of all household in the area represented in the neighborhood

11. Percent of all men over the age of 15 who are married
I 1'

12. Percent of all women over the age of 16 who are serried

13. Total number of familiis in the neighborhood.

14. Percent of families in the neighborhood maintained by*a married couple
41,

IS. Percent of families with a female head of household, no was present

116i. Average number of 'persons per fealty in the-neighborhood

. 17. Total number of Spanish origin 'families in the neighborhood' ,

1.61111...

22a26.-

43.1

LtS11_

68.3

28.1

4.4

ZAZI_

184" Percent of Spanish origin families maintained by a married couple 67.5

19. Percent of Spanish origin families maintained by a female head 28.9

20: Percent of foreign. born persons In the neighborhood '30.9

21. Percent of mono-lingual Spanish speaking children in the neighborhood
vie

20.5

22. Percent oilmoiIo-lingual Spanish speaking adults in the neighborhood 43.6

297 272
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TABLE 112 (cont.)

4980 MEIGHBORMOD STATISTICS

BUENA .VIDA

23. Percent of high school drops ts4age 16-19) in the neighborhood

24. Percent of those 25 years and over with an educational level

of 6 Yrs. or less

26. Percent of high 'school graduates" in the neighborhood

26. Percent of persons living fn a different house five years earlier

27. Percent of all working age persons in the labor force

328. Percent of all working age females in the labor force

29. Unemptoyment rate for the neighborhood

30. Median household income for the neighborhood

31. Median family income for the neighborhood

32. Median income of Spanish origin families in the neighborhood

33. Per capita-Income inthe neighborhood

34. Totn nuiber of perscns in the neighborhood below the poverty level

35. Percent of persons below thipoverty level in the neighborhood

36. Total number of persons over 65 years below the poverty level

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

4

24.5

71.9
..1

17.6

19.0

47.1

34.7

8.9

7,485

8,480

8,540

2,353

4,158

.1

389

Percent If persons over.65 years below the poverty level

.

39..7S.

Total number of families below the poverty level in the neighborhood 828

Percent of families below the poverty level with a female heed 38.4

Percent of Spanish origin persons below the poverty level 42.9

Percent of year-round housing units with complete kftholfacilities i36.7

Percent of households.in the heighborhood with telephone available 75.4

Percent of households in thi neighborhood with6at least one vehicle 66.9

Percent of householders living in housing units for 10 years or more 40.4
111011110

273

298
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TABLE 113

1980 NEIGHBORHOOD STATISTICS
i

ORIGIKAL. TOWNSITE

'14

1. Total 'number of persons hying in the neighborhood 6 518
'2. .Percent of total area population living id the neighborhood' 6 .9
3. Vital number of Spanish origin population in that neighborhood

4. Total number; of parsons under 16 years of age in the neighborhood :LAW..mg...me1
S. Percent of persons under-15 years of age in the 'neighborhood 28 .8
6. Total number of'persons.over 65 years of age in the neighborhood 943,
7. Percent A persons over 65 years of age in the neighborhood 14.5
8. Median age in the nfighborhOod 27.0
9. Total number of households in the neighborhood 129
10. Percent of all household in the area represented in the neighborhood 8.4e.
11. Percent of allmen.over the age of 15 who,are married 56 .0

-12. cPercent of all women over the age of 1S.ilio are married
fp

'45.1
13. Total number of families in the neighborhood 1,523
14. Percent of families in the neighborhood maintained by emarried.cpuple 71.6 4

15. Percent of families with a female head of household, no male present 25.3

16. Average number of persons per family in the neighborhood 3.7
17e Yotal number of Spanish origin families in the-neighborhoOd ,A386,

.
.78. Percent of Spanish origin families maintained by a married couple 70.3

19. Percent of Spanish origin families maintainaii by a female head 27 .1
20. Percent of foreign born persons in the neighborhood

. 36. 6 ,
..

ft N21. Percent of mono-lingual Spanish speaking children in the Milighborhood 27 . 2
22. Percent of mono-lingual Spanish speaking adults in the neighborhood 42. 5

275 ,
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TABLE 113 (cont.)

198b NEIGHBOHOOD STATISTICS

*" 23. percent of high school drepowL4age 16-19) in the neighborhood At

24. Percent of those 25 years and over with an educational level
224...of 6 Yrs. or less

. .

25. Percent of high sihool.graduates in the neighborhood \
.

..,116.4.
'26. Percent of persons firing in a different house five years earlier ....us2.

t27. Percent of all working age persons in the labor force ' 54.1
_28. Percent of all working age females in the labor force

. 42.8

'29. Unemployment rate for the neighborhood
6

11,0a.
30. Median household income for the neighborhood

7.496
.

31. Median familrincome for the neighborhood
p 4 508

32. Median income of Spanish origin families in the neighborhood 9,213

33. Per capita income in the neighborhock 3,610

.= 34. Total number of persons in the neighborhood below the poverty, level 2,923

35. Percent of persons below the poverty level in the neighborhood' 45.0

36. Total number of persons over 65 years below the poverty level 335

37. Percent of persons over 65'years below the poverty level 35.1

38. Total number of families below the poverty level in the neighborhood 570

39. Percent of families balm( the poverty level with a female .head 32.6

40. .Percent of Spanish origin persons below the poverty level 47.5

41. Percent of year -round housing its with complete Mho: facilities 85.6

42. Percent of households in the neighborhood with telephone available 680
43. Percent of households in the neighborhood with at least one vehicle 65.6

44. Percent of householders living in housing units for 10 years or more 27.1As 4i,

276

321



-4

;., sr/
111r.1719111ii 1a a
iro7-1:11. $ it 13 re up jme inf_t-If
si Pot Pr.VVilifT1111111111111/11E-

111,

r. rr or is is re: EMI 1111

110.1-7'1111111 re Wit as um al
Erritroli.minaminans
iv II aE r*
'Br17,7tirlialirmaii041 a 1/- 111-

wa....t.utwarl"ml "..""'.1.4.=='

iF

N

JI

-we

.4111111=-7.

..

4

1

1

N



.1

TABLE 114

1980 NEIGHBORHOOD STATISTICS

GARDEN PARK

Total number of persons,11ving In the neighborhood.

'2.. Percent of total aria population living in the neighborhood.

3. Total number of Spanish origin population in the neighborhood

4. Total number of persons under IS years of in the neighborhood'

5. Pero* of -persons under-15years-ofage in the neighborhood

6. Total number. of persons, over 65 years of age in the neighborhood

7. Percent of.persons over 65 years of age in the neighborhood

8. Median age in the neighborhood

1. Total number of households in the neighborhood

10. Percent of all household in the area represented in the neighborhood

11. Percent of all teen over the age of 15 whd are married

12. Percent of all women over the age of 15 who are married

13. Total number of families In the neighborhood

14. Percent of families in the neighborhood maintained by a married couple

15. Percent of families with a female head of households no male present

16. Average number of persons per family inthe neighborhood

17.. 'Tote number of Spanish origin families in the neighborh * S t

18. Percent of Spanish origin families maintainedby a led ple

19. Percent of Spanish originrfamilies maintained b &female head

20. Percent of foreign born persons In the neighborhood

21. Percent of mono-lingual Spanish speaking children in the neighborhood

22. Percent of mono- lingual Spanish speaking adults in the neighborhood

278

3.799

4.0

3,685

1,437

37.8

212

5.6

20.3

815

4.2
61.4

55.16
77.8

21.2

4.6

728

76.6

22.3

19.0

21.2

36.9
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TABLE 114 (Cont.)

1980 MEMNON= STATISTICS

GAME PARE

23. Percent of high school d4poutiage46-19) in the neighborhood 27 . 5

24. "Percent of those ,25 years and over with in educational level

of 6 Yrs. or less '. 4.

65.3

25. Percent of high school graduates in the neighborhood .
19.1

ampuminowrio

26. Percent of persons living in a dtf7trent house ffve years earlier . 21.0

27. Percent of all working age persons in the labor force 58.5
94,

'28. Percent of all working age finales in the labor force 47.4

29. Unemployment rate for the neighborhood 12.4

30. Median houkehold income for the neighborhood -16 119

31. Median family income for the neighborhood 10.311=4ME11

32., Median income of Spanish origin families in the neighborhood

33. Per capita income in .the neighbor;Jod

34. Total number of persons in the neighborhood below the poverty" evel

35. Percent of persons below. the poverty level in the neighborhood 42.8

36. Total number of persons over 65 years below the'poverty level 944
37. Percent of persons over 6$ years below the poverty level,, 62.3

38. Total number of families below the poverty level in the neighborhood 303

39. Percent of families below thi poverty level with a female head 36.6

40. Percent of Spanish origin persons below the poverty level 44.6

41. Percent of year-round housing units with coarieta kitchen facilities 92.6

42. Percent of households in the neighborhood with telephone available 78.5

43. Percent of households in the neighborhood with at least one vehicle 86.1:

44. Percent of householders living in housing units for 10 years or more 27.6

279
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MOLE 115

1980 411:10110101000 STATISTICS

PALACIO DEL S.

Total lumber of. person$ living in the neighborhood

t. Percent of total area population li91 in the neighborhood

3. Total number of Spanish origin popuhifon in this 6:14;hborhood

4. Total number of persons under 15 years of age in the neighborhood

Sv Percent of persons ulder 15 ye ars of age in the neighborhood

6. Total number of persons over 65$ years of age in the neighbortood

7. Percent of persons over 65 years of age in the neighborhood

8. Medlar: age in the neighborhood'

9. Total nunsber.of hOuseholds in the neighborhood

4

10. Percent of till housfihoId in the area represented in the neighborhood

11. Percent of all men over the age of 15 who are married

12. Percent of all women'over the age of 45 who are unifigi

13. Toter number of families in the neighborhood

14. Percent of families in the neighborhoofmaintained by a married couple

15. PercenNf families with a female head of household, no male present

16. Average number of persons per family in the neighborh

17. Total number of Spanish origin families in the neighborhood

18. Percent of Spanish origin families maintained by a married coupe

i/19. Percent of Spanish origin !arall es maintained bye female head

20. Percent of foreign born persnst in the neighborhood

21. Percent oar mono- lingual Spanish speaking children in the neighborhood

22. Percent of mono-lingual Spanish speaking adults in the neighborhood

281
306

525

0.6

455

2/1.._.rte
40.2

20

3.8

23.1

0.

134

74.8

63.2

148

81.1

t8.9

3.8

120

76.7

23.3

35.0

dr.4

39.9
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TALE 115 tont.)

1980 1119180M10100.STATISTICS

-PALACIO at -SOL 0 '.

Peee

a

.23. ,Percent of high school dropoigMtage 16-19, in the neighborhood
. N

24. ',Percent of:those 25 -and d over,with Mftreducational level
'.of 6 Yrs. or less .

.-

RiireintAf' high $Chogl .grachiates in the neliiitiorhood
%.1 3 '

4
25.

. 26.

27.

18.

29.

30.

31.

32*

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

9.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

1313-

Percent of persons living'in a different !louse five years earlier .

4
daNs'

Percent of all workincrage.persqns in the labor force

Percent of all working age females in the labor force

Unemploymentliateior the neighborhood

Median hdusehold income for, the nefghborhoOd

Median family income for the neighborhood

Median income of Spanish origin families in theSeighborhood,

Per capita income in the neighborhood
ei

Total number of persons in the neighborhqod below th poverty level
A

Percent of persons be lie povforty levil .in thineighborhood.

Total number of person' over 65.years below the poverty level

Percent of persons aver 66 years below the poverty level

.

Total number of femdlies below,the poverty ICvel.in the neighborhood

Percent of families below the poverty level with a female head

Percent of Spanish origin persons below the poverty level

Percent of year -round-housing units with gbaplitetitdmn facilities

Percent of households In the neighborhood with telephone available

Percent of households In the neighboftod with at least one vehicle

Percent of householders living'in housing 9rits for 10 years or more

Mho
282

307

35% 3

25.5,,

58 .

I 42.4

\25(1

,11:250,

16732
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1? . . TABLE 116

1980 tEl STATISTICS

LOS Ellities

a

1. Total number of persons living, n the.,na4ghboihood

2. Percent of total arsaifoguIationliving in the neighborhood

3. Totarnumber of Spanish origin population in the mighborhomi:

4. Total number of persons underm15 years of age in the eighborhood
. .

S. Percent of persons under 15 liars of agen.the nett borhoo0

6. total. naber of persons over 65yearslof age in the neighborhood

7. 4trcent of persons over 651 years of age in the neighborhood
. a .m;

8.- Median age in the neighborhood

5,717

3,884

. .

4 Us,

7.6

9. Total numb& of households in 'the neighborhood
,

10. Percent of all household in the area represented in the neighborhood 7.1

11.- Percent of all men over the age of 15 who are earried 62.4

12. Percent of all women over the age of 15 who areaarriedr 54.6

13.' Total number of families in the neighborhood. 1,385

14. Percent of families in the.neighborhood maintained by a married couple 83.2

15. Percent of families with a female head of household. no male present 16.0

16. Average number of persons per family ,in the neighborhood 3.7

Total number of Spanish origin families in the neighborhood a98

18. Percent of Spanish origin famllies maintained by a married couple 80.8'
19. Percent of Spanish origin familiqs maintained by a female head

20. Percent of foreign bon persons in 4, neighborhood 16.9

21. Percent of mono-lingual Spanish speaking children in the neighborhood

22. Percent of mono-lingual Spanish speaking adults in the neighliorhood 13.3

I t;
.%, :I

284
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TABLE 116 (cont*

1980 NEIGHBORHOOD STATISTICS

LOS BANOS

23. Percent of high school OropoaUtage 16-19) in the n'ighborhood 22.7
;4,. Percent of those 25 years and over with an educational level- 18.7

of 6 Yrs. or less

25. Percent of high school graduates in the neighborhood.

25. Percent ofiersops living in a differentshouss five years earlier 40.6
27. Perctilof allIworking age persons in the labor force 64.9.
28. Percent of all working age females in the labor force 53.7

wUneXPIO,A111! rate for, the neighborhood 3.8
3C. Median houiehold income for the neighborhood 16.040,
31. Median family income for the neighborhood 18.878

32. Median income of Spanish origin families in the neighborhood 7

33: Per capita indome in the neighborhood

1,054

34. Total number of persons in the iighborhood below the poverty level

35. Percent of persons below the poverty level in the neighborhood 16.2
36. Total number of persons over 65 years below the poverty level 94

37. Percent of persons over 65 yearsbelow the poverty level 2.8
38. Total number of families below the poverty level in the neighborhood 186

z 39. Percent of families below the poverty level with a female head 34.9
40: Percent 1 Spanish origin perions below the poverty level 18.1
41. Percent of year-round hpusing units .with complete kitchonfacilities 99.7
42. Percent of households in theheighborhood with telephone available 91.3
43. Percent of households in the neighborhood with at least one vehicle 97.2
44. Percent of householders living in housing units for 10 years or more 28.3

9
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TABLE 117

19 NEIGHBORHOOD STATISTICS

RIO VIEJO

I. Total number of persons living in the neighborhood

2. Percent of total area population living in the neighborhood

3. Total number of Spanish origin population in MTN neighborhodh

4. 'Total number of persons under IS years of age in thveighborhqpd

S. Percent of persons underO5 years of:age in the neighborhood

6. Total number of persons over 65 years Si age in the neighborhood

7. Percent of persons over 65 years of4rge in the ftghborkood

Median, age in the neigUirhood ,

Total number of households in the neighborhood

Percent of all household in the area resented in the neighborhood

Percent of all men over the age of 15 who are married

Percent of all women over the age of 15 who are married

Total number of families in the neighborhood

Percent of families in the neighborhood maintatned by .a married couple

a.

9.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

Percent of families with a female head of'househoIde no male present

Average number of persons per family In the neighborhood

Total number of Spanish origin families in the nefghLorhood

Percent of Spanish4or inVoimillep maintained by a married couple

Percent of Spanish iginfasilies maintained by a female head

Percent of foreign persons in the neighborhood

Percent of mono-1 ngue Spanish speaking children in the neighborhood

Percent of mono-lingual Spanish speaking adults in the neighborhood

287

312

2,445

2.6

1,146

606

24.8

386 ,

15.8

33.6

3.2

684
54.6

610

88:4

7.4

3.6

321
0111

81.9

14.0

Z2.1
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23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

TABLE V5 (cot)

1980 NEIGHBORHOOD STATISTICS

RIO VIEJO

Percent of high school dropouWage 16.19) in the neighborhood

Percent of those 25 yearf and over with an aucationaf level

.of 6 Yrs. or less
aN

Percent of high school graduates in the neighborhood

Percent of'persons living in a different house five years earlier

Percent of all working age persons in the labor force

Percent of all working age females in the labor force

'28. Unemployment rate for the neighborhood

30. Median household income for
2
the neighborhood

31. Median family income for the nright.rtood

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

Median income of Spanish origin families in the neighborhood

Per capita income in the ighborhoo4

1141's'wes.

IN

Total number of persons in the ghborhood below the poverty level

Percent of persons below the poveky level in the neighborhood

Total number o1 persons over 65 years below the poverty level .

Percent oPRersons over 65 years below the povertillibvil

Total number of families below the poverty level in the neighborhood

38.-2 rcent of families below the poverty level with a female head

40. Percent of Spanish origin persons below the poverty level

41. Percent of year-round housing snits with complete kftenfacilitiet.

42. Percent of households in the neighborhood with telephone available

43. Percent of households in the neighborhood with at least one vehicle

44. Percent of householders living in housing units for 10 years or more

.1211.
is LLL

69.5

40.0

56.8

39.6

5.4

102144

.4,487

16,817

_9_9_114

439

18.1

15

3.8

67 ""

37.3

28.6

98: 0

97.0

95.4

40.5
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TABLE 118

1980 NEIMICRHOCII STATISTICS

VICLA VERDE

:
1. Total number of persons living in the neighborhood 7.098

2. Percent of total area Population living in the neighborhood 7.5

3. Total number of Spanish origin population in the neighborhood .1:121

4. Total number of persons under 15 years of age in the .neighborhood 2.414,

S. Percent of persons under IS years of age in the neighborhood 34.3,

6. Total number of persons over, 65 years of age in the neighborhood 595
._

7. Percent ofversons over 65 years of age in the neighborhood- 8.4

8.. Median age in the neighborhood
22.1

9. Total nuber of households in the neighbarhobd 11699

IQ. Percent of all household in,the area represented in the neighborhood .
6.7

II. Percent of all man over the age of IS who are married 57.7

12. Percent of all women over the age of IS who arm married 46.4

13. Total number of families in the neighborhood 1,491

Percent of families in the neighborhood maintained by a married couple 77.2

IS. Percent of families with, a female head of household, no male present 20.!

16. Average number of persons, per family in the, neighborhood 4.5

17. Total number of Spanish origin families in the neighborhood

18. Percent of Spanish origin fmailies maintained by a married couple 7547

19. Percent of Spanish origin families maintained by a female head' 21.3
ti

20. Percent of fare4 born persons in the neighborhood 28.0

21. Percent of mono - lingual Spanish speaking children in the neighborhood 25.5

22. Percent of mono=fingual Spanish speaking adults in the nef§hborhood 38.5

4 I,
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25.

24.

26.,

26.

27.

28.

29. Unemployment rate for the neighborhood- 4.9

30. Median houighold infome for the neighborhood 7.228
31. Median:famfly income for the neighborhood 8.677'
32. Median income of Spanish origin families in the neighborhood f 8.343"1

33. Per capita income in the neighboilhood

34. Total number of persons in the neighborhood below the poverty level 3:556.

.36. Percent of personi below the poverty level in the neighborhood 50.2,
36. Total number of persons over 65 years below the poverty level 267.

37. Percent of persols over 65 years below the poverty left! 44.5,
38. Total.pumber of families below the poverty level In the neighborhood 674

.39. Percent of families beIow,the poverty level with a female head 26.7
40. Percent of Spanish origin persons below the poverty level 5t
41. Percent °foci:0-round housing units with complete kfthmsfacilities 93 1 .6:
42. Percent of hOuseholdein the neighborhood with telephone available s 83.3

43. Percent of households in the neighborhood with at least one vehicle 77.1
44. Percent of householders living in housing units for 10 yeari or more 43.2

TABLE 118 (cont.)

1980 NEIGHBORHOOD STATISTICS.

VIUA iERDE

Percent of high school dropcubiagt 16-19) in the neighborhood 26.8
Percent of those 25 years and over with an educational loyal ,

of 6 Yrs. or less
62.6

Percent of high school graduates, in the neighborhood. 27;6
Percent of persons living in A.Ndifferent,house five years earlier 16.0
Portent ofill working age personCinithe tabor force 50.4
lenent of all working age females in the labor force 38.2'\
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TALE 110

1993 liEIGISOREIGOO STATISTICS

annum

l. Total numberof persons living in the neighborhood .24EL

2. Portant of total area population living In the neighborhood , 7.5

3. Total number of Spanish' origin population in the neighborhood 3,749

4. Total number of pertons under 15 years 'of age in the nei 2,071gorhood flammaliamom

S. Percent'of persons under IS years of age in the neighboriod. 29.2

6. Total nymber.of persons over.ayears of age in the neighborhood 794

7. Percent of persons over 65 years of age the neighborhood 11.2

8;elledian age 11* the neighborhood 23.8

9. Total number of 'households la the neighborhood 2 028
1. . -

10,1:Percent of all household in the area represented in the neighborhood 8.0

Percent of alreen over the age of-1S who are marrild 60.4

12. Percent of all women over the age of 15 who are married 49.4

13.. Total number of fasiliqs in the neighborhood 1,648

Percent of families in the neighblrhood maintained by a married couple 74.2

15. Percent of families with a female head of household, no malq.present 22.3

16. Average 'mbar of persons 11ly In the neighborhood 4- -#* 4.0

17. Total number of Spanish origi.i /allies in the. neighborhood 1.240

18. Percent of Spantth origin families saintainedily a married couple 73.7

19. Percent of Spanish origin families maintained by a finale head. 22.7

20. Percent of foreign born persons in the neighborhood 23,4

21. Percentof,mono-lingual Spanish-speaking children inthe.neighborhood 17.0

22. Percent of monlq-lingUal Spanish speaking adults in the nA'ghbarhood 30.0
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TABLE 119 (cont.)

19110 NEIGHBORHOOD STATISTICS .

RIVERSIDE

23. Percent of high school dropoktage 16-19) in the neighborhood 19.1

24. Percent of those 25 years and.oyer with an educational level 19
of 6 Yrs. or less

25. Portent of high school .graduates in the neighborhood
.

46.4

26. Percent of persons living in a different' house five years'earlier

.27. Percent of all working agepersons-in the labor force 56.5

28., Percent of all working age females in the labor farce 46.3

29. Unemployment rate for the neighborhood 7.2

30. !Wien household fneame for the neighborhood 995

3l. :Median family income for the neighborhoOd 13,313

32: Midian income of Spanish .origin families in the neighborhood 14,012

33. Pei capita income in the neighborhood 4,325

34. Total number of persons in the neighborhood below the poverty level 2,239

35. Percent of persons below,the-poverty level in the neighborhood 32.0

36. Total niiiber of persons over 65 yeart below the poverty level 193

37. Percent' of persons over 65 years below the poverty level 24.3

38. Total number of families below the poverty level in the neighborhood 407

39. Percent Of families below the poverty 'level with a female head '34.2

Percent of Spanish..origin persons below the poverty fevel 37.4

4i. Percent of year -round housing,gpits with complete kitahrfacilittes 98.5

42. Percent of households in the. neighborhood wtA telephone available 83.6.

43. Percent of households in the nee with at .14113t. one vehicle 84.0

44. Percent of houseilolders living i housing units for 10 yeart or more 36.3
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TABLE 120'

Ipso NEIGHBORHOOD STATISTICS

HOND=

4r,

4

1. Total number of persons living In the neighborhood

2. Percent of total. area population living in.the neighborhood

3. Total number of Spanish origin population in the neighborhood=

4. Total, number of persona under 15 years of age in the neighborhood

5. Percent of persons under IS years eage in the neighborhood.

6. Total =ober of persons over 6.5 years of age in the neighborhood

7. Percent of persons Over 65 years of age in the neighborhood

8. Median age in the neighborhood

9. mite number of households In the neighborhood

2,695

2.8

1,840

782

29.0

2.90
AZ"

10.8

28.4

789

10. ,Percent of all household in the area represented in the neighborhood . .3.1

11. Percent of all an over the age of 15 who are marisied 67.9
12. Percent of all women over the age of 15 who are married 59.7_

IL Total =itr of faailies in.. the neighborhood .674

14. Percent of families, in the neighborhood maintained by amarried couple 88.

15. Percent of families with a female head of household.gno male present quo
16. Average number 9f persons per fam9y in the neigh5orhood 3.7
17. Total number of Spanish origin fealties in the neighborhood 4403

18.s Percent of Spanish origin families maintained by a married couple 84.6
19. Percent of Spanish origin families maintained by a female head 11.9 IL

20. Percent of foreign born persons in the neighborhood

21. Percent of aonci-lingual Spanish speaking children in the neighborhood 17.1

22. Percent of mono-lingual Spanish speaking adults in the neighborhood ' 26.3

14
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TA8LE 120 (cont.)

- 1940 410800M000 STATISTICS

HONEYDALE
a

23. Percint of high school theopmbiage 16-19) in the neighborhood
-

24. Percent of those 25 years and over with an aducational level
of 6 Yrs, or less.

25. Percent of high school graduates in the neighborhood 70.5

26. Percent of persons living in a different house five years earlier 32

. 27. -Percent all working age persons In the labor force 59.9

28. Perdsn all working age females in the labor force 49.3

2R. Unemployment rate for the neighborhood 8.7

30. Medlin househojd income for the neighborhood 15.379,

. 31. Median family Income fox the neighborhood 17.237

32. Median Incas of Spanish origin"families in the neighborhood 15.518

33. Per capita income in the neighborhood 3,963

34. Total number of persons in the neighborhood below the poverty level 08

35. Percent of persons below the poverty level In the neighborhood 15.2

36. Total number of persons over 65 leers below the poverty level

37. Percent of persons over; 65 years below the poverty leve! .

38. ,Total number of families below the poverty levet in the neighborhood ......19

39. Percent of fast lies below the poverty Tavel with a female head

40. Percent of Spanish, origin persons below the poverty level

, 0

17.5

41. Percent of year-round housing units with carnotite kitchmsfacilities .721y
42.. Percent of households in the netghbc;;hood with telephone available 94.2-

43. Percent of households in the neighborhood With at least one vehicle

44. Percent of householders Plying in housing units.far 10 years or sore
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TAIIS 121

1910 1618111011110011`STATISTICS

1101MINGSIDE

1. Total number of persons living in the neighborhood .

2. Percent of total area.population living in the neighborhood

3.* Total number of Spanish origin population in the neighborhood

4. Total number of persons under 15 years of age in the neighborhood

5. Percent of persons under IS years of age in the neighborhood

6. Total ;umber of persons over 66 years. of age In the neighborhood

7. Percent of persons over 65 years of age in the neighborhood

8. Median age in the neighborhood * L.
9. Total number of households in * nei4hborhiod

10. Percent of ill household inlhe area represented in the neighborhood

11.. Percent of all "maam the age of 15 who are tarried

12. Percent of all woolen over the age of 15 who are-earried

13. Total number of families in. t$te neiihborhood'

622

380

159

2S .6

89
diammmomp

14 .3

30.0

227

0.9

63.6

58.7

175

14. Percent of families in the neighborhood maintained by a married couple 71.4

15. Percent of families with a female head of household, no male present 24.6

16. Average miter of persons per. family in the nifighborhood
3 6

17. Total number of Spanish origin families in the neighborhood ...at
18. Percent of Spanish origin families maintainedky a married couple 55.9
19.Piroestof Spanish origin Irmailits eaintained by a female head A 36.6,

2 Percent of foreign born, persons. in the neighborhogd

21. rcant of mono -lingual Spanish speaking chirdien in the ',neighborhood ...ut.
22. ent of mono-lingual Spanish speaking adults in the neighborhood

.....12.a.

299
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TAKE 121 (cant.)

1900 KEIGH60101000 STATISTItS

NORMS=

23. Percent of high school dropoLtiage 16-19) in the neighborhood 0

24. Percent of those 25 years and aver with an educational level .7
of 6 Yrs. or less

25: Percent of high school graduates in the neighborhood 53.7

26. Percent of persons livingin a different house five years earlier 51.5

27. Percent of all working age persons in the labor force 574

26. Percent of all working age females in the labor force

9. Unemploiment rats for the neighborhood 8.1

30. Median household income for the neighborhood 10,161

31. Nadtan family income for the neighborhood 11,411

32. median Income of Spanish origin families In the neighborhood 9,940

33. Per capita income in the neighborhood 5,396

34. Total number of persons in the neighborhood below the poverty level 211

35. Percent of persons below the poverty level in the neighborhood 32.4

36. Total number of persons over 65 years below the poverty level 9

37. Percent of persons over 65 years below the poverty Teal. LC.3

38. Total number of families below the poverty level in the neighborhood

39. Percent of families below the poverty level with a female head 34.1

40. Percent of Spanish origin persons balm the poverty level 39.0

41. Percent of year-round housing wilts with complete kitchenficilities 100

42. Percent of households in the neighborhood with telephone available 97.3

43. Percent of households in the neighborhood with at least one vehicle 97.3

'44. Percent of householders living in housing units for 10 years or more 14.5
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TABLE -121

1980 NEIGHBORHOOD STATISTICS

MEDIA LUNA

1. Total number of persons living in tha neighborhood 3.977

2. Percent of total area population livingsin the neighborhood'

3. Total number of Spanish origin population in the neighborhood 46=
4. Total number of persons under 15 years-of age in the neighborhood

5. Percent of persons under'15.years of age in the neighborhood

6. Total number of persons over 65 years of age in the neighborhood , .22.1

7. Percent of persons over 65 years of age in the neighborhood

8. Median age in the neighborhood .4a;
9. Total number of households in the neighborhood

10. eercent of all household rin the area represented in the neighborhood .2.1.

11. Percent of all men over the ago of 15 who are married 67.6
12. Percent of all women over the age of IS who are .married 59.0

33. Total number of families in the neighborhood' 1,034

14. Percent of families n the neighborhood maintained by a married couple 83.1
I

IS. Percent of families with'a female head of household, no male present 14.0

16. Average number of persons per family in the neighborhood 3.3

17. Total number of Spanish origin families in the neighborhood 597

18. Percent of Spanish origin families maintained by a married couple 86.1

19. Percent of Spanish origin familieumaintained by a female head 13.9

20. Percent of foreign born persons in the neighborhood 13.8

21. Percent of mono- lingual Spanish speaking children in the neighborhood 7.6

22. Percent of mono-lingual Spanish speaking adults in the neighborhood 20.1
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TNILE in 'twit.)

'1980 NEIGHBORM000 STATISTICS

o MEDIA LI11A

23. Percent of high school7dropaita(age 16.49) In the neighborhood.

24. Percent of those 25 years and over with an educational level
of 6 Yrs. or less

25. Percent of high school graduates in the neighborhood 75.4

26. Percent of persons living in a different house five years earlier 68.4
27. Percent of all working age persons in the labor force 67.4

28. 'Percent of all working age females in the labor force 57.4
29. Unemployment rate for the neighborhood 2.7
30s Median hoinehoid income for the neighborhood 18 705
31. Median featly income for the neighborhood 110 457

'32. Median income of Spanish origin families in the neighborhood 514

33. Per capita inc a. in the neighborhood 71.3613

34. Total number of persons in the neighborhood below the poverty level 471

35. Percent of persons below the poverty level in the neighborhood 12.3

36; Total number of persons over 65 pais below the poverty level 8

37. Percent of persons over 65 years below the poverty level 4.4
38. Total number of families, below the poverty level in the neighborhood 109

39. Percent of families below the poverty level with a female head 54.1

40. Percent of Spanish origin persons below the poverty level 14.1

41. Percent of year-round housing units with complete kite facilities I00

42. Percent of households in the neighborhood with telephone available 92.5
43. Percent of households In the neighborhood with at least one vehicle 98.1
44. Percent of householders living in housing units for 10 years or more 1.8

303
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I VILE 123

1900 ME16111101010011 STATISTICS

PALO VERDE

t

I. Total number of persons living in the neighborhood

2. Percent of total area population living in the, neighborhood 6.6
3. Total number of Spanish origin population in the neighborhood 4 630
4. Total number of persons under 15 ye of age in the neighborhood

S. Percent of persons under 15 year; of'age n the neighborhood 14.7
5. Total number of persons over 65 years of age in the neighborhood 308

7. Percent of. persons over 65 years of age in the neighborhood ' 5.0
8. Median age in the neighborhood 23.9
9. Total number of households in the neighborhood ,1.754,
10. Percent of all hasehold in the area represented in the neighborhood 7.6
11. Percent of all men over the age of 15 who are married 69.5
12. Percent of all women over the age of IS who are married 59.2
13. Total number of families in the neighborhood

14. Percent of families in the neighborhood maintained by a Married couple 81.8
15. Percent of families with a female head of household, no male present 15.7
16. Average number of persons per family in the neighborhood. 3.9
17. Total number of Spanish origin families in the neighborhood

18. Percent of Spanish origin families maiatined by a married couple 80.2
19. Percent of Spanish origin:families maintained by a female head 17.6
20. Percent of foreign born persons in the neighborhood L5.5

21. Percent of mono-lingual Spanish speaking children in the neighborhood

,22. Percent of monolingual Spanish speaking adults in the neighborhood 16.0
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TASLE 123 (cOnt

19 EIGN110811000 STATISTICS

PALO MOE

23. Percent of high School dropcubtage 15 -19) in the neighborhood

24. Pertent'of those 25 years and over with an educational level 22.8
of 6 Yrs. or less

4s4.

25, Percent of high school graduates in the neighborhood . 67.8

. 26. Percent of persons living in a different house.five year; earlier 60.9

27. ?groat of al working age persons-in the labor force 64.1

28. Percent of all Working age femalis in the labor force 52.9

29. Unemployment rats fOr the. neighborhood 2.2

30. Median household income forth* neighborhood 179

31. Median family income for the neighborhodd 17,j92

32.- Median income of Spanish origin families in the neighborhood t 536

33. Per capita %income in t40 neighbOr#004

34. Total number of persons in the neighborhood below the poverty level 1 505

35. Percent of persons below _the poverty level in the neighborhood 24.2.

36. Total number of persons.over 66 years below the .,poverty level 82

37. Percent of persons over 65 years below the poverty level 04;1

19. Total number of families below the poverty :level is .the neighborhood 285

39. Percent of families .below the poverty level with a female head 42.8

40. Percent of Spanish origin person below the poverty level 30.9

41. Percent of ye round housing units with complete kflOimsfacilities 99.4

42. Percent of households intim neighborhood with telephone availabli 85.7

43./.`.Percent of households in the neighborhood with at least one vehicle 91.8

44. Percent of householders:ing in hafting units for 10 years or more 17.4
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TABLE i24

1916..11EIGHBOIDOOD STATISTICS

SOUTIMOST

1. Total number of persons living in the neighborhood

2. Percent of total area population living in the neighborhood

3. Total number of Spanish origin population in the neighborhood

4. Total number of persons under 15 years of age in the neighborhood

5. Percent of persons under 15 years of age in the neighborhood

6. Total number of persons over 65 years of age in the neighborhood

7. *cent of-perions over 65 years of age in the neighborhood

8. Median age in the neighbO

9. Total number of housthol in the neighborhood

10. Percent of all household in the area represented in the neighborhood

X
11. Percent of all nen over the age ,of 15 who are earned

12. Percent of all women over the age of 15 who are married

13. Total number of families in the neighborhood

14. Percent of families in the neighbqkood maintained by a married couple

16. *Percent of families with a female .head of household, no male present

16. Average number of persons per family in the.neighoorhood

17. Total number of Spanish origin families in the neighborhood

.16. Percent of Spanish origin families aintaimed by a married couple

19. Percent of Spanish origin familiet maintained by a female head

20. Percent of foreign born persons in the neighborhood

21. Percent of mono-lingual Spanish sgpakfng children in the neighborhood 23 5

22. Percent of mono-lingual Spanish speaking adults in the neighborhood 41.4

4

11,991

12.7

11,659

4,303

35.9

594

5.0

20.3........
2,559

10.1

58.7

50.5

2,306

80.2

5.0
5.1

2,211

80.1

15.0

28 8
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TABLE 124 (cont.)

19110 NEIGHBORHOOD STATISTICS

sountion

23., Percent of high school dropmbiage 16-19) in the neighborhood

24. Percent of those 25 years and over with In educational level
of.6 Yrs. or less

25. Percent,of high school graduates in the neighborhood

26. Percent of personsliving in a different has five years earlier

21. Percent, ofall working age persons in the labor force

28. Percent of ill working ale females in the 'ebb:* force

29. Unemployment rate for the.neighborhood

30. Median household income for the neighborhood

31. Median falsity Income ,for the neighborhood

32. Median income of Spanish origts families in the neighborhood

33. Per capita income in the neighborhood,,

34. Total number of persons, In the neighborhood below the poverty lvel

35. Percent of persons below th poverty level in the neighborhood

36. Total number df persons over 65 years below the poverty level

37. ,Percent of persons over 65 years below the poverty level

38. Total number of families below the poverty level in the neighborhood

39. Percent o# families below the poverty level with a female head

40. Pe rent of Spanish origin persons below the poverty level

41. ....Wcent of year-round housing units with complete k*betfaciiities
*

e

42. Percent of households in the neighborhood with telephone available

43. Percent.of househol in the neighborhood with at least one vehicle

:sei44. Percent of-househol s living in housing units for 10 years at more

309

334
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20.7

70.6

20-0

22.2

.52.0

40.0

9.4

9,532

10,236

1.0,083

5,091

42.5

223

37.5
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24.7

42.3

93.5
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TAKE 125 a

1980 NEIIIIII011110CC STATISTICS

ACACIA' CENTRAL

Ar

I. Total number of persons living in the neighborhood 4
2 9318

2. Percent of total area,population living in the neighborhood 2.7R

3. Taal number of Spanish origin population in .the neighborhood 1927

4. 'Total number of persons under 15 years of age in the neighborhood 837

S. Percent of persons under IS yews of age in the neigh 33 . 2

6. Total number of persons over 65 yews of age in the niighbaod 125

7:""Percent of persons over 6S years of age in the neighborhood

8. Median age in' the neighborhood 24.6

.9. Total number of households in the neighborhood 730

IC. Percent of all household in the area represented in the-neighborhood 2.5

11. Percent of all men ovsr.the age of 1S who are parried 70.4

12. Percent of all women over the age of 1S. who are married

13. Total number of familia! intim-neighborhood 577

IC Percent of families in the neighborhood maintained by a married couple 83.9

15. Perdint of families with a female head of household, no male present 13.7,

16. AverapePnumber of persons. per family in the neighborhood 4.0

17. Total number of Spanish origin families In the neighborhood 421

18. Percent of Spanish origin families maintained by a married couple 81.5

19. Percent of Spanish origin families maintained by a female head rs.2
20. Percent of foreign born persons in the neighborhood

21., Percent of mono.lingual Spanish speaking children in tOse neighborhood.

22. Percent of monolingual Spanishispeaking adults in the neighborhood 30.3

5
31.1
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TABLE 125 (cont.)

1980 SEIGHBOINXID STATISTICS

ACACIA CENTRAL

23. Permit of high school dropoutiage 16-19) in the neighborhood

24. Percent of those 25 years and over with an educational laved
.

of 5 Yri. or, less

25. ,Pertent of high spool graduates in the neighborhood

25. .Percent of persons living in a different house five years !irlier

27. Percent of all working age persons in the labor force

28. Percent of all, working age femalesin the labor force

29. Unemplo t rate focthe'neishborhood

30. Median ld income for the neighbor food

31. Median family i for the neighborhood

32. Median income of Spanish origin families in the neighborhood.

33. Per capita income in the neighborhood

34. Total number of persons in the neighborhood below the poverty level

35. Percent of persons below the poverty level in.the neighborhood

36. Total number of persons over 55 years below the poverty level

37. Percent of persons over 65 years below the poverty level

38. tbtal number of families below the poverty level in the neighborhood

39. Percent of fireflies below the poverty level with a female head

40.- Percent of Spanish origin persons below the poverty level

41. Percent of year-round housing unit; with complete kfthmsfacilities

42. Percent of households In the neighborhood with telephoni ayailable

43. Percent of households in the neighti4rhood WO at least one vehicle

44. Percent of householders livinvin housing units for 10 years or more
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TAKE 126

1980 NEIGHBORHOOD STATISTICS

LAND 0 LAKES

I. Totel number of persons living in. the neighborhood 2.5 _84

2. Percent-of total area population living in the neighborhood" 2.7,

3. Total number of Spani4h origin population in 'the neighborhood

4. Total-number of persons under IS 'Oars of age in the neighborhood 35

S. Percent of persons uh4eralS years of age in the neighborhood 28.4

6. Total number of persons over 55 years of age in the neighborhood 411

7. Percent of persons over iSleyears of age in the neighborhood 15.9

8. Mediin age in *the neighborhood 31.1
4

9. Total number of households in the neighborhood '. 810

IC. Percent.of all household in the area represented in the neighborhood 3.2.

II. Percent of all ash over the age.of IS who are maeried .77.0
12. Percent of -all women over the age of TS who are married 72.3
13. Total number of'famiIies in the neighborhood- . 693

14.. Percent of families in the neighborhood maintained by a married couple 91.2
15. Percent of families with a female head of household, no male present 1.9

16. Average number of persons per family in the neighborhood 3.6
17. Total number of Spanish origin families in the neighborhood 279

18. Percent. of Spanish origin families maintained by a married couple 93.5
T9. Percent of Spanish origin families maintained by a female head 2.2
20. Percent of foreign born persons in the neighborhood 11.4
21. Percent of mono-lingual Spanish speaking children in the neighborhood 17.4'

22. Percent of mono-lizigualSpanish speaking adults in the neighborhood 14.5
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TABLE 126 (cont.)

1980 NEIGHBORHOOD STATISTICS

LAND 0 LAKES

23, Percent of high school drop:adage 16-19) in the neighborhood

24: Pet'cent of those 25 years and over with an educational level
of 6 Yrs, or less .

25. Percent of high school graduates in.the neighborhood

26. Percent of persons living in a different house five years earlier

27. 'Percentff all working age persons in the labor force ,

28. Percent of all working. age females in the labpr force

29. UneMpIoymedt rattfor the neighborhood

30. Median household inCOMII for.the neighborhood

31. Median family income-for the neighborhood

32. Median income of Spanish origin families in the neighborhood

ill Per capita income in the neighborhood

34. Total number of persons in the neighborhood below the poverty level

35. Percent of persons below the poverty level in the neighborhood

36. Total number of persons over 65 years below the poverty level

37. Percent of persons over 65 years below the, poverty level

38. Total number of families below the poverty level in the neighborhood

39. 'Percent of families below the poverty level with a female head

40. Percent of Spanish origin persons below the poverty level

41. Percent of year-round hiusing units with complete kftAsnfacilities

42. Percinkof households in the neighborhood with telephone available

\'
43. Percent of households in the neighborhood with at least one vehicle

44. Percent of householders livinOn hoilling units for 10 years or more

315 340

10.3

21.3
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TABLE 127

1980 SEIGHB0101000 STATISTICS

EL JARDIN

I. Total number of persons living in the neighborhood

2. Percent of total.area population living in the neighborhood

3. Total number of Spanish origin population in the neighboitood

4. Total number of persons under 1! years ofpe in the neighborhood

5. Percent of persons under 15 years of age n the neighborhood

6. Total number.of persons over 65 years of ag4the neighborhood

. 7. Percent of persons over 65 years of age in the neighborhood

8. Median age Nii--the neighborhood

.9. Total number of households in the neighborhood

10. Percent of all household in thr. area represented in the neighborhood

-441. Percent of all m5n over the age of 15 who are married

12. Percent of all women over the age of 15 who are married

13. Total number of families in the neighborhood wo

6,448

6.8

2,426

37.6

296

4.6

22.0

1,161

6.5

69.5

63.9

1,551

14. Percent of families in the neighborhood maintained by a married couple 89.3

15. Percent of families with a female head of household. no male present 7.6

16. Aierage nurter of persons per family in the neighborhood 4.0

17. Total numb...:. so Spanish origin families in the neighborhood 1.116

18. Percent of Spanish origin families maintained by a married couple 89.6

19. Percent of Spanish origin `families maintained by a female head 7.2

20. Percent of foreign born persons in the neighborhood 23.4
111E.IIMMIN

21. Percent of mono-lingual Spanish speaking children In the neighborhood 20.6

22. Percent of mono-lingual Spanish speaking adults in the neighborhood 34.6
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TABLE .121 (cant.)

23.

24.

25.

t 1980 NEIGHBORHOOD STATISTICS

it EL JARDIN

Peiscent of high ;thool dropoUts(age 16.19) in the neighborhoo0

Percent of thoie 25 years and over with an educational level
of 6 Yrs. or less

Percent of high school graduates in the neighborhood

20.6

44.1

+4
26. Percent of persons living in a different house five years earlier 48.2

27. Percent of all working age persons in the labor force 66.7

28. Percent of all working age females in the labor force 56.8

29. Unemployment rate for the neighborhood 7.6

30. MedianhOUSehOld income for the neighborhood 12,795

31. Median family income for the neighborhood 12,442

32. Median income of Spanish origin families in the neighborhood 10,654

33. Per capita income in the neighborhood 4,106

34. Total number of persons in the neighborhood below the poverty level 2,410

35, Percent of persons below the poverty level in the neighborhood 36.3

36. Total number of persons over 65 years below the poverty level 85

37. Percent of persons over 65 years below the poverty level

18. Total number of families below.the poverty level in the neighborhood 486

39. Percent of families below the poverty level with a female head 9.3

40. Percent of Spanish origin persons below the poverty level 4 .4

41. Percent of year-round housing units with complete kitchen facilities 95.4

42. Percent of households in the neighborhood with telephone available 86.1

43. Percent of households in the neighborhood with at least one vehicle 97.2

44. Percent of householders living in housing units for 10 years or more 11.2

318
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TABLE 128

1980 NEIGHBORHOOD STATISTICS

NOPALITO TOUNSITE

1. Total ;lumbar of persons living in the neighborhood

2. Percent of total area population living in the neighborhood

3. Totalsnumber of Spanish origin population *in the neighborhood

4. Total number of persons under 15 years of age in the nvighborhood

S. Percent of persons under IS years of age in the neighborhood

6. Total number cf persons over 65 years of age in the neighboPhood

7. Percent of persons over 65 years of. age In the neighborhood

8. Median age in the :neighborhood.

9. total number of households in the neighborhood

10. Percent of all household in the area represent the neighborhood

11. Percent of all men over the age of 15 who married

12. Percent of all women direr the age of 15 o axle married

13. Total number of faailf s in the neighborjood

14.

IS. Percent of families with a female he crof household, no mate-present

16. Average number of persons Per_fesity albs neighborhood

17. Total number of Spanish origin families in the neighborhood

18. Percent of Spanish origin families maintained by a married couple

19. Percent of Spanish origin families maintained by a female head

20. Percent of foreign born pelesons in the neighborhood

21. Percent of mono- lingual Spanish speaking. children in the neighbortOod

22. Percent of mono-lingual Spanish speaking adults in the neighborhood

Percent of families in the neighborhood maintained by a married couple'

319 344

694

0.7
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41110111111111=Mimo

31.6,

60

8.6

27.5

213

0.8
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TABLE. 128 (cont.)

1980 NEIGHBORHOOD STATISTICS

NOPALITO TOWNSITE

23.

24.

Percent of high school drop age 4-19) in the ileighborhood

Percent of those 25 years and over with an educational level
of 6,Yrs. or less

25. Percentof high school graduates in the neighborhood 48.6

26. Percent of persons living in a different house five years earlier 57.6

27. Percent of all working age persons in the labor force 53.8

28. Percent of all working age females in the labor force 47.4"

29. Unemployment rate for the neighborhood 21.9

30. Medlar household income for the neighborhood 039

Ii. Median family Incase for the neighborhood

32; Median income of Spanish origin families in the neighborhood 9.327

33. Per capita income in the neighborhood 4,869

34. Total number of persons in the neighborhood below the poverty level 225

35. Percent of persons belOw the poverty level in the neighborhood 34.7

36. Total number of persons ovr 65 years below the poverty level 21

37. Percent of persons over 65 years below the poverty level 32.8

33. Total number of-families below the'poverty level in the neighborhood 56

39. Percent of families below the poverty level with a female head 30. 4

40. Percent of Spanish origin persons below the poverty level 45.1

41. Percent of year-round housing units with complete kitchen facilities, 89.8

42. P rcent of households in the neighborhood with telephone available 85.9
43. Percent of hous = in the neighborhood with at least one vehicle 94.5

44. Percint o ouseholders living in housing unite for 10 years or more 22.3

35)45,,



TABLE 129

1980 NEIGHBORHOOD STATISTICS

LA POSADA

Total number of persons living in the neighborhood 4 08

2. Percent of total area population living in the neighborhood 4.4

3.. Total number of Spanish origin population in the neighborhood

4. Total number of persons.undfr 15 years of age in the neighborhood 1,975

5. Percent of persons under 15 years of age in the neighborhood 47.3

6. Total number of persons over 65 years of age, in the neighborhood

7. Percent of persons over 65 years of age in the neighborhood 2.7
8. Medlin age in the neighborhood 16.1

.........

9. Total number of households' in the neighborhood.

I0. Percent of household in, the area represented in the neighborhood ...12.

1 1 . Percent of all man over the age of 15 who are married 68.0
12. Percent of all women over the age of 15 who are married 60.1
13. Total number of families in the neighborhood 751

14. Percent of families ln.the neighborhood maintained by a married couple 84.8
15. Percent of. families with a female head of household, no male present 12.9

16. Average number of persons par family In the neighborhood 5.4
17. Total number of Spanish origin families in the neighborhood 745

18. Percent of Spanish origin families maintained by a married couple 84.7

Percent of Spanish origin families maintained by a female head 13.0
20. Percent of foreign born perions in the neighborhood 36.4
21. Percent of mono-lingualSpanish speaking children in.the neighborhood . 38.9

.22. Percent of mono-lingual Spanish speaking adults in the neighborhood '58.4
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TABLE 129 (cont.)

19110 NEIMBORHOOD STATISTICS

POSADA

23. Percent of high school, dropotagage 16-19) in the, neighborhood 47.8
24. Percent of those 25 years and over with an educatjonal level 79.1

of 6 yrs. or less

25. Percent 0 high school graduates in the. neighborhood 10.8
26. Percent of persons living in a different house five years. earlier 33.11
27. Percent of all working age persons in the labor force 62.7
28. Percent of all working age females in the labor forte 43.9
29. Unemployment rate for the neighborhood 14.0
30. Median household income for the neighborhood' 8 016
31. Median familyincome for the nei0borhood 8,399
32. -Median income of Spanish originlamilies-in-the neighborhood 8,355
33. .Per capita income in the neighborhood 1,733
34. Total number of persons in the ,neighborhood below the poverty level 2,526
35, Percent of persons below the poverty level in the neighborhood 60.6
36. Total number of persons over 65 years below the pOverty level. 66
37. Percent of persons over 65 years below the poverty level 62.2

38. Total number of families Woo the poverty level in the neighborhood 4 21t
39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

Percent of families.belowthe poverty level with a female head 13.2.
Percent of Spanish origin persons below the poverty level 60.6
Percent of year-round housing unift with complete kfthanfacilities 88.4
Percent of households in the neighborhood with telephone available 73.6
Percent of households in the neighborhood with at least one vehicle "90.0
Percent-of householders living in housing units for I0 years or more 18.8
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1.

2.

3.

4.

S.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17. Total number of Spanish origin families in the neighborhood ;L7

18. Percent of Spanish origin families maintained by a married couple 86 . 2

...La19. Percent of Spanish origin families maintained by a female head

20. Percent of foreign born persons in the neighborhood

21. Percent of mono- lingual. Spanish speaking children in the neighborhood

22. Percent of mono-lingual Spanish speaking adults in the neighbbrhood

TABLE 130

19a) sratetweao STATISTICS

LONITA

Total numberlof persons living in the neighborhood 1,301

Percent of total area population living in the neighborhood 1.4

Total, number of Spanish origin population in the neighborhood 1,226

Total number of persons under 15 years of age in the .neighborhood 607'

Percent of persons under 15 years of age in the neighborhood 46.7

Total number of persons over 65 years of age in the neighborhood , 39

Percent of persons over 65 years of age In the neighborhood 3.0

Median age in the neighborhood 16.3

Total number of households in the neighborhood 244

Percent of all household in the area represented in the neighborhood I.0

Percent 'of all men over the age of 15 who are married 67.2

Percent of all women over _the age of 15 who are married 59.6

Total number of families in the neighborhood 231 t

Percent of families in the neighborhood maintained by a married couple
. 87.0

PeriAnt of families with a female head of housekold. n4 male present 2.2

Average number of persons per fealty in the neighborhood 5.8
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TABLE 130 cont.)

1980 NEIGHBORHOOD STATISTICS

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

LA LO VITA

Percent of MO school dropoUbdage 16-19) in the neighborhood.

Percent of those 25 years and over with an educational level
of 6 Yrs. cog less

Percent of high school graduates in the neighborhood

Percent of persons living in a different house five years earlier

Percent of all working age persOns in the labor force

22.5 ,

72.4,1

19.2

32.4

55.5

28. percent of all working age females in the labor force "42.5

29. Unemployment rate for 'the neighborhood 10.5

30. Median household income foq the neighborhood
4

3h Median family income for the neighborhood 9,299

32. Median income of Spanish origin families in the neighborhood 9,034

33. Per capita income in the neighborhood 2,188

34. Total number of persons in the neighborhood below the poverty level 706

35. Percent 0 persons below the poverty level in the neighborhood 52.1

36. Total number of persons over 65 years below the poverty level 21

37, Percent of persons over 65 years below the poverty. level 72,4

38. Total number of families below the poverty level in the neighborhood 109

39. Percent of families below the poverty level with a female head 0

40. Percent of ipanish origin persons below the povertyfIevel 54.9

41. Percent of year-round housing units with complete kitchmsfacilities 93.3

42. Percent Of households in the neighborhood with telephone available 74.7

43. Percent of households in the neighborhood with at least One vehicle 94.8

44. Percent of householders living in housing units for 10 years or more 5.6
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TABLE 131

1980 BEIGiORN000 STATISTICS -

ANIGOLANO

1. Total number of persons living in the neighborhood 306

2. Percent oflotal area population living In the neighborhood 0.3
3. Total number of Spanish origin population in the neighborhood 1 251

4. Total number of persons under 15 years of age in the neighborhood 87

.5. Percent of Arsons under 15 years of age in the neighborhiod 28..4
S. Total number of persons over 65 years of age in the 'neighborhood 29

7. Percent of'persons over 65 years of age in the neishborhood
9.5

8. Median age in the neighborhood 27.6
9. Total number of households in the neighborhood 115 '

10. Percent of all household in the area represented in the neighborhood 0 S

11. Percent of all ,men over the age of 15 who are married 72.5
12. Percent of all women over the age of 15 who are married 63.6

13. Total number of families in the neighborhood 91.0
14. Percent of families in the neighborhood maintained by a married couple 100

15. Percent of families with a female heid of household, no male present 0

16. Average. number of persgns per family in the neighborhood 2.8

17. Total number of Spanish origin families in the neighborhood 58

18. Percent of Spanish origin families Maintained by a married couple 100
19. Percent of Spanish origin families maintain by a female head 0

20. Percent of foreign born"persons in the neighborhood

21. Percent of mono-lingual Spanish speaking children in the neighborhood 0

22; Percent of Mono-lingual Spanish speaking adults in the neighborhsod 8.4
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TABLE 131 (cont.)

1980 NEIGHBORHOOD STATISTICS

*NOLAND

23. Percent of high school droputAage 16-19) in the neighborhood

24. Percent of those 25 years and over with an educational levol 29.5
of 6 Yrs. or less

25. Percent of high school graduates in the neighborhood 70.5

26. Percent of persons living in a different house five years earlier 52.3

27. Percent of'all working age persons in the labor force 60.0

28. Percent of all narking age females in the labor force 19.8

29. Unemployment rate for the neighborhood 2.0

30. Median, household income for the neighborhood 16.548

31. tledian family income for the emighborhood 19,306

32. Median incase of Spanish origin families in the neighborhood 17,729

33. der capita incomi in the neighborhood 9,245

34. Total number of persons in the neighborhood below the poverty level 92.0

35. Percent of persons below the poverty level in the neighborhood 30.4

36. Total number of persons over 65 years below the poverty level IQ .3

37. Percent of persons over 65 years below the poverty level

36. Total numbe of, families below the poverty level in the neig orhood 10.0

39. Percent of 'families below the poverty level with a female head

40. Percent of Spanish origin persons below the poverty level

41. Percent of year-round housing units with complete kitdun facilities loo

42. Percent of households in the neighborhood with telephone available 86.5

43. Percent of household in the neighborhood with at least one vehicle 103

44. Percent of householders living in housing units for 10 years or more 16.2

38.3
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TABLE 132

1980 NEIGHBORHOOD STATISTICS

CLEARIM__

1. Total number of persons living in the neighborhood 1, 21

2. Percent of total area population living in the noighlmbood- 1.6

3. Total number of Spanish origin population in the neighborhood _11409

444 Nis4. Total number of persons under 15 years of age #n the neighborhood

S. Percent of persons under 15 oars of age in the neighborhood 29.2

6. Total number of persons over 65 years of age in the neighborhood 190

7. Percent of persons over 65 years of agi in the neighborhood 12.5

8. Median age in the neighborhood 25.9

'9. Total number of householdttin the neighborhood 27
10. Pgrcent of all household in the area represented in the neighborhood 1.7

II. Percent of all men over the age of 15 who are married 58.7

12. Percent of 41 women over the age of 15 who are married 44.4

13. Total number of families 'in the neighborhood 383

14. Percent of families in the neighborhood maintained by a married couple 755

IS. Percent of families with a female head of household, no male present 24.5

16. Average number of petsons per family in the neighborhood 4.0

17. Total number of Spanish origin families in the neighborhood 356

18. Percent of Spanish origin families maintained by a married couple. 73.6

19. Percent of Spanish origin to maintained by a female head 26.4

20. Percent of foreign born persons in the neighborhood 33.9

21. Percent of mono-lingual Spanish speaking children in the neighborhood 19..6

22. Percent of moni-lingual Spanish speaking adults in the neighborhood 3E.7
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TABLE 132 (cont.)

1980 NEIGHIORH000 STATISTICS

CLEARWTER

23. Percent of high school dropcutiagt 16-19) in the neighborhood

24. Percent of those 25 years and over with an educational level
of 6 Yrs. or less

25. Percent of high school graduates in the neighborhood

26. Percent of persons living in a different house five years earlier 20.4
27. Percent of all Working age persons in the Isbor,force 52.6
28. Percent of all working age fegales in the labor force 39.8
29. Unemployment tate for the neighborhood

30. Median household income for the neighborhood

31. Median falsity income for the neighborhood

32. Median income of Spanish origin frllies in the neighborhood

26.6

57.6

27.2

9,043

9,883........
10,916

33. Per capita income in the neighborhood

34. Total number of persons in the neighborhood below the poverty level 354

35. Percent of persons below the poverty level in the neighborhood 22.4
36. Total number of persons over 65 years below the poverty level 79

37. Percent of persons over 65 years below the poverty level 7 44.4
38. Total number of families below the poverty level in the neighborhood 89
39. Percent of families below the poveny level with a female head 15.7
40. Percent of Spanish origin persons below the poverty level 23.5
41. Percent of year-round housing units with complete kitchen facilities 95.7

42. Percent of households in the neighborhood with telephone available 88.4
43. Percent of households in the neighborhood with at least one vehicle 68.6
44. Percent of householders living in housing units for 10 years or more 43.0
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TABLE 133

1980 NEIGHBORHOOD STATISTICS

DUNCAN

1. Total number of persons living in the neighborhood 946

2. Percent of total area population living in the neighborhood 1.0

3. Total number of.4panish origin population in the neighborhood 766
4. Total number of persons under 15 years of age in the neighborhood 355

S. Percent of persons under 15 years of age in the neighborhood 37.5

6. Total number of persons over 65 years of age in the neighborhood 49

7. Percent of persons aver 65 years of age in the neighborhood

8. Median age in the neighborhood . 20.7
9. Total number of households in the neighborhood 230

'10. Percent of all household in the area represented In thr neighborhood 0.9
11. Percent of all men over the age of 15 who are married 63.9
12. Percent of all women over the age of 15 who are married 64.6
13. Total number of families in the neighborhood 203
74. Percent of families in the neighborhood maintained by a married couple 92.1
15. Percent of families with a female head of household. no male present 5.9

,

16. Average number of persons per family in the neighborhood 4.2
17. Total number of Spanish origin families in the neighborhood 142
18. Percent of Spanish origin families maintained by a married couple 88.7
19. Percent of Spanish origin faiilies maintained by a female head 16,. 88.7
20. Percent of foreign born persons in the neighborhood 13.3

21. Percent of mono- lingual Spanish speaking children in he neighborhood . 0

22. Percent of mono-lingual Spanish speaking adults in the neighborhood 42.0
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TABLE 133 (cont.).

1980 NEIGRIONOOD STATISTICS

DUNCAN
7

23. Percent of high schobl dropolgUtage 16-19) in the neighborhood 18.6
24. Percent of those 25 years and over withean educational level

of 6 Yrs. or less 52.9

25. Percent of high school graduates in the neighborhood 32.1

25. Percent of persons living in a different house five years ear:ier 60.4

27. Percent of all working age persons in the labor force 58.3

28. ercent of all working age females In the laboy force 31.0

(is Unemployment rate for the neighborhood 8.8

34. Median household income for the-neighborhood 13,292

31. Median family income for the neighborhood
13,708

32. Median income of Spanish origin families in the neighborhood 9,732

33. Per capita income is de neighborhood 4.449

34. Total numbf- of persons in the neighborhood below the poverty level. 133

35. Percent of persons below the pdverty level in the neighborhood 20.7

36. Total number of persons over 65 years below the poverty level 14

37. Percent of persons over 65 years below the poverty level 33.3

X. Total number of familiesfbelow the poverty level in the neighborhood 41

39. Percent of families below the poverty level with a female head 29.3
40. Percent of Spanish origin persons below the poverty level 24.3
41. Percent of year-round housing units with complete kftcholfacilities 90.9
42. Percent of households in the neighborhood with telephone available 90.9
43. Percent of households in the neighborhood with at least one vehicle 97.3
44. Percent of householders living in housing units for 10 years or more 32.0
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TABLE 134

1980 KEIGIBORM000 STATISTICS

QUAIL pOLLOW

I. Total number of persons living in the neighborhood 117

2. Percent of total area population living in the neighborhood 0.1

3. Total number of Spanish origin population in the neighborhood 49

4. Total number of persons under .15 years of:cage in the neighborhood 36

'5. Percent of persons under 15 years of age in .the neighborhood 30.8

6. Total number of persons over 65 yeari of age in the neighborhood 13

7. Percent of persons over 65 years of ages n the neirborh 11 .1.

8. Median age in" the neighborhood.
29.7

9. Total number of households in the. neighborhood-
32

10. Percent of all household in the area represented in the neighborhood 0.1

II. Percent of all men over the age of 15 who are married 71.4

12. Percent of all women over the age of 15 who are married 76.9

13. Total number of families in the neighborhood
15

14. Percent of families in the neighborhO64 maintained by a married couple 100

IS. Percent of fimilles with a female head of household, no male present

16. Average number of persons per family in the neighborhood 3.5

17. Total number of Spanish origin families in the neighborhood a

18. Percent of Spanish origin families maintained by a married couple

19. Percent of Spanish origin families maintained by a female head

20. Percent of foreign born persons in the neighborhood a

21. Percent of mono-lingual Spanish speaking children in the neighborhood a

22. Percent of mono= lirtqual Swish speaking adults in the neighborhood
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TABLE 134 (c

1980 NEIGHBORHOOD STATISTICS

QUAIL HOLLOW

23. Percent of high school dropcmtAage 16-19) in the neighborhood 0
q

24. Percent of those 25 years and over with an educational level
of 6 Yrs. or less

25. Percent of high school graduates in the neighborhood 100

26,, Percent of persons rrOng in a different house five years earlier 100
27. Percent of all working age persons in the labor force

28. Percent of all working age females in the labor force ) 100
29. Unemployment rate for the neighborhood 0

391' Median household income for the neighborhood 30,468
31. Median family income for the neighborhood 30,468
32. -Median income of Spanish origin families in the neighborhood 23,858
33. Per capita income in the neighborhood 9,360
34. Total number of persons in the neighborhood below the poverty level

35. Percent of personsrsons belaw the poverty level in the neighborhood

36. Total number of persons over 65 years below the poverty level

Percent of persons over 65 years below the poverty level

38. Total number-of families below the poverty level in the neighborhood

39. Percent of families below the poverty level with a female head

40. percent of Spanish origin persons below the poverty level

41. Percent of year-round housing units with complete kitchen facilities

42. Percent of households in the neighllorhood with telephone available

43. Percent of households in the neighborhood with at least one vehicle

44. Percent of householders living in housing units for 10 years or more
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TABLE 135

1980 NEIGHBORHOOD STATISTICS

YERKILLION

1. Total number of persons living.in the neighborhood 1,913

2. Percent of total area population living in the neighborhood 2.0

3. Total number of Spanish oqki population in the neighborhood 1,407

4. Total number of persons under 15 years of age in the neighborhood 681

5.

NIMMIION11IMIr

Percent of ,persons under 15 years of agecitA the neighborhood 35.6

6. Total number of persons over 65 _years of age in the neighborhood 143

7. Percent of persons over 65 years of age in the neighborhood 7.5

8. Median age in the neighborhood 22.4

9. Total number of households in the neighborhood 485

.10. Percent of all houiehold in the area represented in the neighborhood 1.9

),II. Percent of all men over the age of 15 who are married 68.4

12. Percent of all -women over the age of IS who are married 63.7

13. Total number of fazilies in the neighborhood t

14. Percent of families in the neighborhood maintained by a married couple

IS. Percerit of families with a female head of household, no male present

411

36.9

3.3

16. Average number of persons pr family in the neighborhood 4.13

17. _Total number of Spanish origilrfamiIies in the neighborhood 250

18. Percent of Spanish origin families maintained by a married couple 88.8

19. Percent of Spanish origin families maintained by a female head 11.2

20. Percent of foreign born persons in the neighborhood 12.8

21. Percent of mono-lingual Spanish kzking children in the neighborhood 26.9

2Z. Percant of mono-lingual Spanish speaking adults in the neighborhood 30.1
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A

TABLE 135 (cant.)

4 MO NEIGHBORHOOD STATISTICS

VERMILLION

23. Percent of high school dropouts(age 16-19) in the neighborhood

24. -Percent of those 25_years and over with an educational level

of 6 Yrs. or less.

25. Percent of high school graduates in the neighborhood 43.0

26. Percent of persons living in a different house five years earlier 47.6

27. Percent of all working age persons in the labor force 47.0

28. Percent of all working age females in the labor force 32..7

29.. Unemployment rate for the neighborhood 9.4

30. Median household income for the neighborhood 622

31. Median family income for the neighborhood 13,622

32. Median income of Spanish origin families in the neighborhood

33. Per capita income in the reighborhood 3,148

34. Total number of persons in the neighborhood below the poverty level 649

35. Percent of persons below the poverty level in the neighborhood C6.6

36. Total number of persons over 65 years below the poverty level 90

37. Percent of persons over 65' years below the poverty level 64.7

38. Total number of families below the poverty level in the neighborhood 139

39. Percent of families below the poverty level with a female head 2.2

40. Percent of Spaish origin persons below the poverty level 44.4

41. Percent of year-round housing units with complete kitcheifacilities 92.9

42. Percent of households in the neighborhood with telephone available 83.7

43. Percent of households in the neighborhood with at least one vehicle 94.7

44. Percent of householders living in -housing units for 10 years or more 28.6-
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TABLE 136

1980 NEIGHBORHOOD STATISTICS

REMAINDER OF AREA

.600

Total number of persons living in the neighborhood

, 2. Percent of total area population living in the neighboriFol,

3. Total number of Spanish origin population in the neighborhood

4. Total number of 'persons under 15 years of age in the neighborhood'

5. Percent of persons under 15 years of age in the neighborhood

6. Total number of persons over 65 years of age in the neighborhood

3,397

3.6

2,621

. 1,243

36.6

209

7. Percent of persons over 65 years of age in the neighborhood 6.2

8. Median age in the neighborhood 22.5

9'. Total number of households in the neighborhood 889

110. Percent of all household in the area represented in the neighborhood 3.5

11. Percent of all men over the age of 15 who are married - 68.8

12, Percent of all women over the age of IS who are married 64.8

13. Total number of families in the neighborhood, 837

14. Percent of families ia the neighborhood maintained by a married couple 83.2

IS. Percent of families with a female he of household, no male present 12.3

16. .Average number of perscns per fairy in the neighborhood 4.2

17. Total number of Spanish origin faitlies in the teihborhood 599

18. Percent of Spanish origin families maintained by a arried couple 83.0

19. Percent of Spanish origin fbmiIies maintained by a female head 12.9

20. Percent of foreign born persons in_ the neighborhood 17.2

21. Percent of mono-lingual Spanish speaking children in the neighborhood 14.8

22. Percent of mono-lingual Spanish speaking adults in the neighborhood 34.9
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TABLE 136 Wait.]

1980 NEIGHBORHOOD STATISTICS

REMAINDER OF AREA

23. Percent of high school drop age 16-19) in the neighborhood 24.6
24. Percent of those 25 years and over with an educational level 45.4

WIMPINNINIMOof 6 Yrs. or less

25. Percent of high school graduates in the neighborhood' 442.2

26. Percent of persons living in a different house five years earlier 45.1

27. Percent of all working age persons in the labor force 59.2

'241. Percent of all working age females in the labor force 48.6'

29. Unemployment rate for the neighborhood 11.8
30. Median household income for the neighborhood 11,305

31. Median family income for the neighborhood
;1.448,

32. Median income of Spanish origin families in the neighborhood 9,869
33. Per capita i in the neighborhood

3.641
34 Total number f persons in the neighborhood below the, poverty level

35. Percent of persons below the poverty level in the neighborhood' 37.7
36. Total number of persons over 65 years below the poverty lel 60
37. Percent of persons over 65 years below the pouety level 24.1
38. Total number of families.helow the poverty level in the neighborhood 260
39. Percent of families. below the poverty level with a female head 20.0
40. Percent of Spanish origin persons below the poverty level 3,.3
41. Percent of year-rdund housing units with complete kitchen facilities 87.9
42. Percent households in the neighborhood with telephone available 80.6
43. Percent of households in the neighborhood with at least one vehicle

44. Percent of householders living in housing units for. 10 years or more 24.1
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SELECTED VARIABLE RESULTS

THIS SECTION OF THE REPORT INCLUDES TABLAMI FOR EA

PLANNING ZONE OR NEIGHBORHOOD, WITH THE PERCENT ,

POSITIVE RESPONSE FOR 43 VARIABLES SELECTED -FROM THE

QUESTIONNAIRE. THE QUESTION NUMBER AND THE 'QUESTIONS

ARE LISTED ON THE FIRST SEVERAL PAGES OF THE SECTION

IN ORDER TO HELP THE READER SELECT THE PERCENT

POSITIVE RESULTS FOR A SPECIFIC QUESTION FOR It-S2LCIFIC

PLANNING ZONE OR NEIGHBORHOOD.

THIS SECTION ALLOWS EASY ACCESS TO THE RESULTS

FOR THE MOST IMPORTANT VARIABLES BROKENDOWN BY

PLANNING ZONE. THE THE READER WHO IS INTERESTED IN

A SPECIFIC PLANNING ZONE OR NEIGHBORHOOD MAY REFER

TO THIS SECTION FOR A PERCENT POSITIVE RESPONSE wrrs

OUT HAVING TO GO TO THE ZONE TABLES, WHICH PRESENT

THE RESULTS FOR ALL ZONES FOR EACH VARIABLE ON A TABLE.
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SELECTED VARIABLES QUESTIONS

34., Now often does your health or the health of other
family members keep you from doing things you want
or need to do?

35. What is your family health status?

36. Do you or any members of your household 'have a
chronic health problem?

37. If yes, are these chronic health problems cur-
rently being.cared for by a physician, by a clinic,
by medicine, or by therapy?

38. Do you or any member of your family have high blood
pressure?

39. Do you or any member of your family have diabetes?

40. Do you or any member of your family have heart
problems(disease)?

41. Do you or any member of your family have
cancer or tumors?

have had

42. Do you or any member of your family have arthritis or
rheumatism?

43. Do you or any member of your family have any hearing
problems" *

44 Do you or any member of your family have any vision
problems?
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45. Do you or any member of your family have dental
problems?

46. Do any of the.4hronic health problems in your
family require a prescription?

47. Can you obtain these medicines?

4 Does this chronic health problem require a special
diet?

49.. Can you obtain the foods for your special diet?

50. Do ou buy all, the foods that you feel yob-and your
fa ily need?

%to

52. How much influence cro you think you have over your
future health and that.of your family?

- 53. Do you have a family doctor?

54. Do you have a family dentist?

58. Does your family have medical and hospital insurance?

59. Does your family have dental insurance?

60. Have you or any member or your family ever used

food stamps?
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61. Rave you or any member of your-family ever used
medicare?

62. Have you or any member of your family ever used
medicaid?

o.

63. Have you or any member of your family ever claimed .

workmen's compensation?

64. Have you or any member of your family ever used the
.services of the 3rownsville Community Health Clinic?

65. Have you ever received help from Aid to Families
with Dependent Children program?

66. Have you ever received help, information or food
from the WIC program?

67. Have your children ever received free'or reduced
school breakfasts or lunches?

68. Have you or any family member ever not sought health
cars when you or they thought it was needed?

70. At this time. are there any spacial health needs in
your family which are not, being met?

73. Do you treat your illnesses at home?

74. Do you have any home remedies you use for treating
yourself or your family?

3 S 5
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4.

80. Do you know what family 'planning or Planned Parent,.
btiod is?

Rave you ever used family planning?

82. Would you like to know more about family planning?

87. Do you; ever go to Mexico to see a doctor?

88. Do you ever go to Mexico to see a dentist?

4E2311 you ever go to Mexico to buy prescription
edicine? ,t--.0',

4

90. Do you go to Mexico tá consult a curandero or.other
folk doctor?

93. Rave you been cold by a doctor to cake any medicine
during the past six months that you did not take
during that period?

i7. Was aside assistance needed to cope with the problem?

341 "
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TABLE 137

PERCEN POUTIVE RESPONSE OF
StLECTEu VARtAPLESFOR

BUENA VluA
ZONE 1

VARIABLE POSITIVE RESPOSSE VARIABLE
4

34

35

36

37

38

39

40

41

42

43

44

45

46

47

48

49

50

52

53

54

58

59

12.7

34.3

43.6

63.0

42.8

18.4

30.7

4.2

41.9

20.1

57.2

53.9

56.8

'6S.4

38.0

5110 9

60.7

70.3

56.9

24.0

24.8

6.7

367

60

61

62

63

64

65

66

67

68

70

73

80

81

82

87

88

POSITIVE RESPONSE
2

342

90

93

97



TABLE 138

PERCENT !Tin RESPONg OF
s tioERCI utail

OWNS
1ST EF R

ZONE 2

VARIABLE POSITIVE RESPONSE. VARIABLE POSITIVE RESPONSE
-2

34

35

36

37

38

39

40

41

42

4,43

44

45

46

47

48

49

50

52

53

54

58

59

70

73

74

80

81

82

343

50.0

40.5

25.0

12.1

52.5

15.9

30.6

45.0

20.3'

26.6

5.8

72.0

81.3

31.5

38.5

7.6

7.5

6.9

2.5

7.2

17.9

368



TABLE 139

PERCENT POSITIVE RESPONSE OF
SELECTED VARIABLES FOR.

GARDEN PARK

ZONE 3

VARIABLE POSITIVE RESPONSE VAR/ABLE POSITIVE RESPONS.E

34 26.0 60

35 28.8 61 .

36 31.4 62

54.7

44.2

23.8

26.4

7.5

48.1

22.6

61.3

46.2

54.9

34.2

44.7

20.3

43.1

,1.8

65.1

17.9

25.7

6.6

36D

z

58.5

21.6

34.0

6.7

65.1

15.1

20.8

50.9

13.0

33.7

37.1

11.7

69.8

25.7

10.4

12.3

10.5

E.6

344



TABLE 140

PERCENT POSITtVE RESPONSE OF
SELECTED VARIABLES FOR

PALACIO DEL SOL
ZONE 4

VARIABLE POSITIVE RESPONSE VARIABLE POSITIVE'RESPONSE

34

40

41

42

43

44

45

46

47

48

49

30

52

53

54

58

59

13.6

68.2

9.1

100.0

13.6

9.1

4.5

0

22.7

9.1

27.3

18.2

22.1

40.0

14.3-6

33.3

63.6

63,6

22.7

31.8

60

61

62

63

64

65

66

67

68

70

73

74

80

81

82

8"

88

89

90

93

97

345

z

31.8

13.6

9.1

4.5

72.7

13.5

22.7

73.7

13.6

18.2

9.1

90.9

90.5

42.9

:7.9

22.

18.2

18.2

0

9.5

100.0
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TABLE 141

PERCENT POSITIVE RESPONSE OF
SELECTEp VARIABLES FuR

LuS EBANus
ZONE 5

VARIABLE POSITIVE RESPONSE VARIABLE POSITIVE RESPONSE

5.8

63.5

38.0

63.9

23.1

7.7

17.3

11.5

26.9

23.1

40.4

36.5

39.5

78.6

44.0

90.0

73.1

94.2

98.1

65.4

64.0

22.2

37/ 346 4



TABLE 142

PERCENT POSITIVE RESPONSE OF
SLLECTED VARIABLES FOR

RIO VIEJO
ZONE 6

VAitABLE POSITIVE RESPONS VARIABLE POSITIVE RESPONSE

34

35

36

37

38

39

40

41

42

43

44

45

46

47

48

49

50

52

53

54

58

59

20.3

28.3

43.3

82.8

21.7

20.0

5.0

46.7

20.0

70.0

54.2

57.7

81.3

50.0

66.7

81.4

60.3

68.3

20.0

31.0

6.7

68

64.4

48.3

21.7

5.0

36.7

15.0

26.7

50.0

13.8

13.3

18.3

60.0

62.7

26.7

5.0

11.7

10.0

10.

347

I I

3.4

80.0

372



TABLE 143

PERCENT POSITIVE RESPONSE OF

SELECTED
IL VLA

VARIABLES FOR
V

ZONE 7

VARIABLE POSITIVE RESPONSE VARZABLE POSITIVE RESPONSE

34

35

36

37

38

39

40

41

42

43

44

45

46

47

48

49

50

52

53

54

58

59

19.3

33.3

36.6_

60.5

35.7

21.1

21.7

7.1

38.5

24.4

55.1

48.3

55.8

64.8

40.3

53.6

61.1

64.5

68.2

31.3

29.0

6.2

373

73

74

80

62.3

33.3

25.6

8.7

69.8

20.9

19.7

58.3

20.6

29.4

23.4

70.4

78.2

33.0

28.5

9.4

9.0

10.0

27.1

348



VARIABLE

TABLE 144

PERCENT POSITIVE RESPONSE OF
SELECTED VARIABLES FOR

RIVERSIDE
ZONE 8

POSITIVE RESPONSE VARIABLE POSITIVE RESPONSE
Z ,

9.0

46.5

37.9

77.8

32.7

13.7

14.1

7.4

50

52 89

53 76.8 90

34 1244 93

58 4.5

59 10.4

971

343
74

59.9

77.5

26.5

20'.9

8.9

11.9

7.

1.1

4.9

59.5



TABLE 145

PERCENT POSITIVE RESPONSE OF

SELECTED VARIAIL
DALL

ES FOR

ZONE 9

VARiABLE POSITIVE RES ONSE VARIABLE
#

4.0

28.6

32.9

73.1

27.0

8,1

16.4

4.3

24.6

8

60

61

350

POSITIVE 4ESPONSE

26.3

*23.7

6.6

2.7

36.8

3.9

9.2

28.4

5.6

12.7

4.1

87.3

28.2

12.9

5,2

2.6

3.9

0

2.8

Z0.0



TABLE 145

PERCENT PQSITIVE REPONSE OF
SELECTLD VARIABLIS FOR

\:RNINGSIDL
ZONE 10

VARIABLE posinvg RESPONSE. VARIABLE POSITIVE RESPONSE

34

35

36

37

38

39

40

41

42

43

44

45

46

. 74

80

81

82

87

88

100.0

42.

5.3

351
376



VARIABLE

EMI

TABLE 147

PERCENT PQSITIVE RESPONSE Of
SELECTED VARIABLES FOR

MEDIA LUNA
ZONE 11

O

POSITIVE RESP NSE VARIABLE

40

81.8

25.6

10.3

10.3

7.7

23.1

25.6

63

4* 64

65

66

67

46

25.6

31.6

75.0

23.5

77.8

50

377

74

POSITIVE RESPONSE
Z

80

81

82

87

88

401111441

89

90

93

97

352,

53.8

15.4

30.8

10.3

38.5

23 .1

28.2

43.6

7.9

7.

.8

50.0

78.1

37.5

23.3

2.6

2,6

2.6

0

8.1

50.



c

TABLE 148

PERCENT MIME RESW OF

PALO VERDL
btLECitp VARLABLLPOS

ZONE 12

VARIABLE POSITIVE RESPONSE VARIABLE POSITIVE RESPONSE
Z

34

35

36

37

38

39

40

41

42

43

44

45

46

47

48

49

50

52

53

54

58

59

12.9

35.0

49.6

86.5

34.1

19.3

17.1

7.9

35.0

23.6

61.4

44.3

55.1

87.0

76.9

75.9

81.2

)3.6

114

10.8

2

353
378

32.4

5.7

44.3

23.0

20.71

53.2

16.5

16.7

17.6

64.0

75.6

38.0

18.4

7.1 \1/4..-

8.6

5.7

0

5.6

42.9

.1101001



TABLE 149

PERCENT POITIVE RESPONSE OF
SELECTLD VARIABLES FOR

SOUTHMOST
ZONE 13

VARIABLE POSITIVE RESPONSE VARIABLE

34

35

37

ft7 38

a.

39

40

41

42

43

44

45

46

47

48

49

50

J2o.

53

54

58

59

11.9 60

34.1 61

39.3 62

61 5.-fi4"310

36.6 64

19.8 65

16.0 66

6.8 67

34.4 68

18.7 70

53.7 73

5 7

3
354

80

81

82

87

88

89

90,

93

97

POSITIVE RESPONSE

60.6

*27.7

20.6

11.6

61.2

19.0

24.4

63.5

30.3

32.2

24.3

80.5

81.0

36.9

30.7

17.0

14.5

14.8

2.7

.34.2



VARIABLE

34

35

36

37

38

39

40

41

42

43

44

45

46

47

48

49

50

52

53

54

58

59

TABLE 150

PERCENT EQSITIV1 REPONSE OF
StLECTQ VAR ABVS FOR

ACA IA C miKAL
ZONE 14

POSITIVE RESPONSE

6.5

42.6

24.8

81.4

24.6

14.2

8.6

8.0

19.0

14.7

46.7

38.7

41.2

87.0

22.2

60.0

80.1

79.7

58.?

26.2

45.7

16.4

VARIABLE POSITIVt RESPONSE

82

87

88

1.4.7

15.1

12.4

10.2

54.7

6.5

30.2

65.2

6.7

12.1

15.9

58.7

89.7

42.1

37.9

18.0

10.1

89

10
I

93

97

355

61.5

3S0



TABLE 151

PERCENT POSITfVE RESPONSE OF
SLLECTED VARIABLES FOR

LAND 0 LAKLs
ZONE 15

VARIABLE -POSITIVE RESPONSE VARIABLE POSITIVE ZESPONSE
Z

34

35

36

37

38

39

40

41

42

43

44

45

46

47

48

49

50

52

53

54

58

59

10.3

55.2

48.3

66.7

31.0

17.9

41.4

10.3

37.9

10.7

62.1

34.5

54.5

78.6

57.'

53.3

53.6

89."3

19.1

55.2

59.3

19.2.

38j

60

61

62

39.3

34.5

6.9

63 t 13.8

64

65

66

67

68

38

89

44.8

7.1

24.1

39.3

50.0

47.1

10.3

72.4

87.5

29.2

16.7

90

93

97

356 i

10.3

7.4

7.1

0

OL



TABLE 152

PERCENT PQSITIVE RESPONSE OF
SELECTO VARIABLES FOR

ROBINDALE
ZONE,19

VARIABLE POSITIVE RESPONSE VARIABLE POSITIVE RESPONSE
# 2

10.0

20.0

33.3

50.0

30.0

10.0

0

50

9

10.0

80.0

80.0

22.2

33.3

22.2

66.7

77.S

40.0

50.0

22.2

50.0

20.0

157

382
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TABLE 153

ERI N' POSITIVE RESPONSE OF

StLEC VARIAIIES FOR
L JARuIN
ZONE 20 r

. VARIABLE POSITIVE RESPORSE VAR;AELE. POSITEVE IESPOSSE

# 2

34 .. 14.3

35 48.5

36 1.6

37 60.7

38 38.6

39 18.1

40 22.2

41 2.9

' 28.5

43 26.2

44
..

.31.6

45 48.8

.46 38.7

47 '59.0

48 28.2

49 48.1

50 k 49.7

52 . 73:2

53 64.1

54 35.7

58' 29.3

59
.

9.0

383

68.6

7.6

33.3

75.0

93

97

358

12. 7

sA,

.11

1.1



Is TABLE 154

PERCENT EQSITIVE RESPONSE OF
SELECTED VARIABLES FOR

NOPALITO,TOWNSITE
"ZONE.21

4A&IASLE POSITIVE liESPONSE VAEIABLE POSITIVE 4ES PWE

0

23.5

38,"

0

27.8

50.0

16.7

77.8

22.2

33-. 3

II.8
100.0

44.4

551.6

44.4

33.3

33.3

359 384



TABLE 155

PERCENT PosITIvg RESFONSE OF
StLECTED VARIABLES FOR

LA
zoNt
polo

vAlxiau POSITIVE RESPONSE VARIABLE
2 _9

34 10.3

' 35' _45.5

36 2Q5

37 . 58.9 .

18' 28.3

39 11.8

40 ' 16.1.

41 7.0

42 21.9

43 17.1

444

N

41.9

45
A

3.5

46 43.4,

'Plef 54.7

48 25.3

49 6O.7

50 43.5

52 -73.8.

53 49.7 .

.54 23,4

58 25.8

59 10.2

POSITIVE RESPONSE

360



TABLE 156

PEREELICP (PIAXiAllEitIP81

OF

A4
VARIABLE POSITIVE RESPONSE , VARIABLE POSITIVE RESPONSE

Z #

66.0

15.1

18.9
4

7.8

69.8

11.3

26.4

, 79.2

15.1

30.2,

. '. 42.1

76.5

76.5

3.4.2

10.0

'22:6.

22.6

30.8

1.9

18.9

9.4

c

386



TABLE 157/ ,

OERCENT
SE EC V RJA S FuR

1V E RErf OM OF -1

TCH
ZONE 25

1

V&EIABLE POSITIVE ILZSPONSE VARIABLE' POSITIVE RESPONSE ,

34 1.7

35 52.5

36 23.7.

37 92.9

38
.

11.4
.

39 16.9

40 '- 8.58.5

41
...

,
,

/

41
. .

40.7

43 15.3

- 44
S.

67.8

- 45 4S.8

46 25.4
a

47 86.7
.

48 ' 15.3

. 49 77.8

50 32.2

52 64.4'46

51- . 45.8

54 6.8

58 8.5

59 3.4

/387
362

-

55.9

i0.3

'1 8.6

i'3.6

45.8

1.7

22.0

69.0

17.2

3.4

1.7

46.6

80.7

33.3

19.3

.

.;43.4

.
0

1.7

5.5

80.0

S.

a

Abb
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VARIABLE

34

0'

TABLE ;58.

PERCENI RWONSE OF
stetC u RIANIS FOR .

C ME N PARK
ZONE 28 .

POSITIVE RESPONSE 17A2Ii3LE
I

POSITIVE RESPONSE

47.6

45.1

44.7

30.6

45.6

41.7

42.9

62.8

15.2

23.1

8.9

62.3

13.9

9.2

'7.4

74.4

13.5

43.6

76.1

36.9

43.8

9.2

70..6

82.3
1

48.4

24.5

363
.3.88



VARIABLE

TABLE 159

FIER0T egurivE RESPOW OF
SELECTED VARIABUS FuR

ETJ
ZONE 30

POSITIVE RESPONSEVARIAJILE POSITIVE RESPONSE
2

6.3

38.7

22.1

66.7.

21.2

6.3

6.3

6.3

22.5

11.2

41.3

38.7

33.3

80.8

9.9

77.8

.72.1

70.4

60.5

26.2

11.4

54;4

10.1

20.3

5.1

45.6

12.7

41.8

55.1

18.2

97

364°

380

33.3

60.5

82.1

42.4

`11.2

15.2

11.2

1.2

2.6
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I

35

36

37

38

31

TABLE 160

PERRiccingAitippg OF

Plij316

POSITIVE RESPONSE VARIANA POSITIVE RESPONSE

61.7

21.0

25.9

. 42

43

44

r-

.45

46

47

48

14.8

17.3

is
.3.7

12.3

4.9

49

SO

52

53

54

S8

59

363
330
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EPIDEMIOLOGICAL PROFILE

THIS SEFTIQN INCLUDES TWO TABLES AND IS INTENDED TO

PROVIDE THE READER WITH A SUMMARY OP THE INCIDENCE

OP REPORTABLE =EASE Di erIE SURVEY AREA DURING THE

srupy PERIOD AS WELL AS A BREAKDOWN olfirla DETORAPHIC

cuilAcntasucs Assam= was TROSE DISEASES.
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S

FIGURES OF PLANNING ZONE RESULTS

THE FOLLOWING SET OF FIGURES REP T. HISTOGRAMS

FOR EACH VARIABLE BY PLANNING ZONE. EACH EllfrOGRAM

DEPICTS A COMPARISON OF PERCENT RESPONSE BY ZONE.

Ti E SET OF FIGURES PIMPS THE READER WITH A PAST

V ISUAL METHOD OF Dersammatia THE DEGREE OF RESPONSE

OF ONE ZONE RELATIVE TO A NUMBER OF E/IS. THE

FIGURES ARE VALUABLE TO THE READER IN TEAT TREY ALLOW

BIMM41. TO PST SUBTLE RELATIONSHIPS BETNEEN

VARIABLES AND ZONES RELATIVE TO HEALTH NEED&
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FIGURE 21

PERCENT OF RESPONDENTS 8iEC:ATEGORY 15 TO 19 YEARS
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FIGURE 22

PERCENT OF RESPONDENTS IN AGE' CATEGORY 20 TQ YEARS

BY ZONE, .
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F I GURE 23

PERCENT OF RESPONDENTS I IffICATEGORY 25 TO 34' YEARS
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FIGURE 24

PERCENT OF RESPONDENTS IN GE CATEGORY 35.Tb 44 YEARS- BY ZONE
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. FIGURE 25
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PERCENT OF RESPONDIS 111144FATEGORY 45 TO 54 YEARS
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PERCENT OF RESPONIENTS IN INECATESORY 55 TO 64 YEARS
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. FIGURE 2

PERCENT OF RESPONDEIWIME CATEGORY 65 TO 74 YEARS.
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FIGURE 28

PERCENT OF RESPONDENTS 110 SECATEGORY 75 TO 84 YEARS
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FIGURE 29

PERCENT OF RESPONDENTS IN AGE CATEGORY 85 YEARS AND OVER
BY ZONE
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FIGURE 30

PERCENT OF RESPONDENTS "I RN IN USA NOT TEXAS
BY ZONE
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FIGURE 32
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FIGURE 33

PERCENT OF RESPONDENTS
BY
fORMkNIN MEXICO NOT TAMAULIPAS

« IS 4 5 -6 i

22.7

ti 9 11.2 11 12 13 14 15 19 Al 21 22 23 25

WINIMUUMOINNUNIAU

411'

BEST COPY AVAILABLE
a



p

FIGURE 34

PERCENT OF RESPON5NE N IN TAMAULIPAS

a-

41) 19.6
S.7 46.6

30 25.8 /1.4
'D. 6

20.4 40.

I r 3' 5 Li T 6 9 W 11 12 13 14 15 19 20 21 22 23 2

WILSIOUBLatiallea

BEST COPY AVAILABLE



IUD

90

70

641

so

41:

231 111

0

1.0 16.9

.161.1014

FIGURE j5

PERCENT OF RESPONDEATSzolliTH NO SCHOOL Al ALL
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FIGURE 36

PERCENT OF RESPONDENTS.WHO WAN COMPLETE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
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-FIGURE 37

PERCENT OF RESPONDENTS WHOBVSIN.ETED ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ONLY
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F I GURE 38

PERCENT OF RESPONDENTS WHO Drill) 100, COMPLETE JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL
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FIGURE 39

PERCENT OF RESPONDENTS WHO FroLkETED JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL ONLY
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FIGURE 40

/PERCENT OF RESPONDENTS 9INOT COMPLETE HIGH IcHOOL
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FIGURERI 41

PERCENT -OF RESPONDENTS raittitil0 HIGH SCHOOL ONLY
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VA;Vas

PERCENT OF RESPONDE TS
BY
MAIO

ZUNt
NOT COMPLETE COLLEGE

S 9 to 11 12 13 14 15. 1940 21 22 23

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

420

28 X1 31



". IIN fl

1.4-.0'441

FIGURE 43

PERCENT OF RESPONDENTS WHO ARE COLLEGE GRADUATES
BY ZONE
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FIGURE 44
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.FIGURE 115

PERCENT OF RFSPONDENTS WHil?y OUTSIDE OF THE HOUSEHOLD
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FIGURE 48
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FIGURE 49
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FIGURE 50

PERCENT OF RESPONDENTS WM NG, F I SH I NG OCCUPATIONS
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FIGURE 51

PERCENT OF RESPONDENTS OPERATIONS AND ASSEMBLY

2 3 4 5 t.) 8 9 10 11 12 13 . 14 1.5 19 20 22 23 25 .28 ;g) 31

423

BEST COPY AVAILABLE



1.3

Its

121

so

40

30

20

10

0

FIGURE 52
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FIGURE 53
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PERCENT OF RESPONDENTS, Iti4Vii.LED, LABORER OCCUPATIONS
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FIGURE 55 .

PERCENT.OF RESPONDENTWHAREFER TO SPEAK ENGLISH
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FIGURE 56

PERCENT OF RESPONDENTS grzike AND WRITE IN ENGLISH
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FIGURE 57

PERCENT OF RESPONDENTS noRkEAD AND WRITE IN SPANISH
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FIGURE 58
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FIGURE 59

PERCENT OF RESP OND E_NTS WHO ARE
1)1' ZONE
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FIGURE 60

PERCENT OF RESPONEgiEWHO ARE DIVORCED
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FIGURE 61

PERCENT OF RESPONDENTS WHO ARE SEPARATED
BY ZONE
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FIGURE 62

PERCENT OF RESPONDENTS WHO HAVE COMM LAW MARRIAGES t
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FIGURE 63

PERCENT OF W110 ARE WIDOWED
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FIGURE 64

PERCENT OF FAN! IES 10 llik YE l ISSED WORK IN THE LAST YEAR
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FIGURE 65

PERCENT OF RESPONDENICHTS WITH SO
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FIGURE 66

PERCENT OF SPOUSES IN AGE CATEGORY 15 TO 19 YEARS
BY ZONE
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a FIGURE 67

PERCENT OF SPOUSES, I IVGioilikTEGORY 20 TO 211 YEARS
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FIGURE 68

PERCENT OF SPOUSES INBIQitTEGORY 25 TO 34 YEARS
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PERCENT OF SPOUSES INBOGioitTEGORY 35 TO 44 YEARS
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FIGURE 70

PERCENT OF SPOUSES INB1GiogTEGORY 45 TO 54 YEARS
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FIGURE 71

PERCENT OF SPOUSES IN AGE CATEGORY 55 TO 54 YEARS
BY LONE
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FIGURE 72

PERCENT OF SPOUSES IN
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PERCENT OF SPOUSES INAITEGORY 75 TO 84 YEARS
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FIGURE 74

PFRCENT OF SPOUSES IK AGE CATEGORY 84 YEARS AND OVER
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FIGURE 75

PERCENT OF SPOUSES BORN IN USA NOT TEXAS.
BY ZONE
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FIGURE 76

PERCENT OF SPOUSES JOIghe TEXAS NOT VALLEY
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FIGURE '78

PERCENT OF SPOUSES WiNiNEXICO NOT TAMAULIPAS
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FIGURE 79
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FIGURE 81

PERCENT OF SPOUSES WHO DIRyNIINEOMPLETE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
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FIGURE 82

PERCENT OF SPOUSES WHO CiprzloEtETEDELEFENTARY SCHOOL ONLY
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FIGURE 87

PERCENT OF SPOUSES WHO Din NOT COMPLETE COLLEGE
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FIGURE 89

PERCENT OF SPOUSES CURRENTLY WORKING
BY ZONE
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FIGURE 90

PERCENT OF SPOUSES WORKING IN mriBlIAL AND PROFESSIONAL OCCUPATIONS
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FIGURE 93

PERCENT OF SPOUSES WORKING IN PRECISION PROLUCTION, CRAFT, AND
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FIGURE 94

PERCENT OF SPOUSES WORK I NinitigaRMI NG F SH I NG OCCUPATIONS
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FIGURE 95

PERCENT OF SPOUSES WAKING M
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FIGURE 96

PERCENT OF SPOUSES WORKING IN TRAMPORTATION AND MATERIALS MOVEMENT
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FIGURE 97
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FIGURE 99

PERCENT OF SPOUSES WHOTREFER TO SPEAK ENGLISH
BY ZONE
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FIGURE 101

PERCENT OF SPOUSES (Val& AND WRITE IN SPANISH
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FIGURE 103

PERCENT OF FAMILIAR .OWN THE IR HOME
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FIGURE 110
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FIGURE 111
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FIGURE 116
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FIGURE 117
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ZONE 0

DRi

TOTAL
YLS2 NO2

15.0 85.0

223 77.1
18.1 81.9

3o.4, 63.6

38.5 61.5

18.1 81.7

15.6- ' 84.4

2 .0' 71.6

27.1
-

72.7

55.0 45.d ,

43.6 56.4

19.3 80.0

20.1, 79.9

23.9 76.1
28.o 7!.4

0 `100.0

13.0 86.4

22.2 77.8

1/.7 81.2

20.8 79.2

33.9 66.1
12:2 87.8

27.5' 2.5

40.2_ 59.8

*. TABLE 164

!MEWS! AK
\ BY Z

MALE RESPONDENT
YEs2 N NO2

2 a

38,2 I4

30.8

57 1

87.5

37.5

37.5

48.9

33.3.

29.'8

48.4

70.0

0

FEMALE RESPONDENT
N YES2 N NO2 N

7444 23

61.1k 21

69.2 it

4,2.9 3

12.5: 1

62.5. 5

62.5 20

48.9

52.4: 11

20.0' I

50.0, 6.

66.7 16

10.2 40

51.6 16

30.0. 3 ,

100.0

50.0 3

73.8 31

BEST COPY AVAILABLE.
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40.7 11 59.3 16

16 19 82.a 96

17.7 42 82.3 195'

83.2 i9

94.4 17

0 0 100.0 -8

9.4 12 89,8 115

26.7 4 73.3 11

'16.0 25 .84 31

50.3 4 89.7 35

32.1 17 67.4 36

,7.4 9 92.6 11!

18.2 12 0,8 54

38.0 27 62.0 44

16.8
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PERCEIMSAAEL

TOTAL
YES 2 NO2

*

51.4 48.6

50.0 50.0

68.0 32.0

37.3 62.7

30.0 70.0

55.2 44.8

26.9 73.1

0 0

15.6, 83.7

40.0 60.0

21.8 76.5

21.2 78.8

37.5 62.5

11.0 87.S

54.1 45.7

37.0 63.0

bv.

r.

TABLE 165.
.

O

IFFEREtpunuIKtni M!EHOtEl.Z,
ir

MALE RESPONDENT
N -NO2

t

. FEMALE RESPONDENT
."-.YE a2 N tNin N

50.0

32.0

27;0

45.0

16

10.6

50.0

35.7

53.8

60,0

27.5

72.7

54.5

'66.7

50.0

53.6

46.2

40.0

70.0

27.3

45.5

0

10.8

37.5

19.0
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0

35.3,

68.0

73.0

55.0

94.1

0

89.2

62.5

8r.0
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5

116

22

16
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2 2, 2 2 2 2

40N1 *
ENG. 5Y9 tElig. 274s. BATH

1 r J4 .8 59.3 3819

3
,`

9

10 45.

4.4 58.8 36

6.7 40.

2k? 581 2

A-1.114.1 46
2 .8 34

/ 44.4
f

22

37.0 18.5

14.9 51.8

7.3 67.3
15,8 52.6

0 10040

2.3 66.9

4

39:0

40.4
6

33,3
44.4
33,3

30.7

25.5

31,6

0
30.8
20.0

30.1

11 2:42
i2 j 1. 9
13 6.

14 0 0

20.0
25.01 65.7

15 17. 44%6

19 r f1 100.E 0

40 3.5 62. 34.5

.21 44.4 38. 16.7
p

22 00.5 67.7 31.2
21 0 69.8 30.2

t25 6.8 59.3 33.9
I

' _le \ 01.2 62.4 36.4

IP

su 15.0 43.11 41.3...
,1 19.5 35.41 45.1

7.3

33.3

3.3

36. 7

10.

00.

46.3
66.7
60.

'Sf113

36.E

43.3
70.0

0

46.3
0

36.7

46.7) 33.3
O 69

57.1

50.

59.5

42.9
33.3

38.1
21.4 64.3

O 74.4

S.) 60.4
00.8 63.4

15.2 -48.5

25.6
34.0
35.8
36.4

27. 0,R 72.7 18.3' 40.8 40.8
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ZONE I

9

10

20

FEN

30

-TAKE 1b8

PERCENT RESPONSE OF ENGLIiii_LITEIRAU
BY TOTAL, ME, ARO FEMALE RLSPONutruS.

iff Mel

TOTAL
YES NO%

311.1# 61.2

53.8 46.2

40.6

50.0

55.8

38.3

44.5

64.9

59.4

50.0

42.3

61.7

54.5

34.7

58.4

45.8

45.7

64.3

20.0

36.3

61.1

28.3

18.2

5.0

15.4

40.1

54.2

54.3

35.7

80.0

63.7

38.9

71.1

34.0

50.8

36:"

60.0

67.1

66.0

49.2

63.6

40,0

32:9

MALE. RESPONDENT
YES% N NO% N

58.1 18

64.7 22

50.0 13

28.6 2

56.3

75.,6

85.7

100.0

83.3

83.3

57.9

63.3

100.0

0

51.2

33.3

26.7

42:9

66.7

14.3

0

16.7

36.7

0

100.0

48.8

66,7

73.3

57.1

33.3

40.5 17

85.7 12

1 90.9 10

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

FEMALE R;APONDENT
YFSZ N N0% N

50.8

37.5

60.0

F 65.7 1 86

62 49.2 60

30 6

40.0

45.5

65.4

6 4

62,8

80.4

88.9

85.2

53.4"

42.9

142

45

8

23

62

102

11.1

14.8

45.7

57.1

0.9 4

47.4

25.0 2

31.5 41

66.7 10

28.7 45

30.8 12

49.1 26

35.0 43

54.5 36

63.4 45

Uri
52.6'

75.0

68.5

33.5

70,7

69.2

50.9

65.0

45.5

53

136

65

'9

6

89

5

1I1

27

27

80
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i69. ,

PERCEMT tiESPONSE OF SPANISH LITERACY
BY TOTAL. MALE. AND FEMALE.RESPONDENTS.

BY ZONE

TOTAL
Y S2 NOz

9.2 10.8

G.6 9.4

77.4 22.6

77.3' 22.1

84.6

80.0

15.4

20.0

85.6

63.6

50.0

66.7

79.1

84.2

85.0

72.4

90.0

93.0

55.6

92.5

84.9

86.4

36.4

50.0

33.3

20.9

15..0

27.6

10.0

7.0

04.4

7.0

15.1

13.6

93.9 6.1

83. 16.2

74.4 25.6

HALE RESPONDENT
YES% N NO2

85.7

62.5

62.5.. 5

81.3 26

73.3 33

57.1 12

60.0 6

76.0. 18

80:7 46

70.Q`
70.0 7

100.0 2

90.2 37

66,7 2

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

19.

14

37.

37.

18.

26.7

42.

40.

33.

25.E 6

17. 10

30. 9

30. 3

0 0

9.8 4

33.3

13.8 4

14.3 2

33.3 "2

2.4 f

21.4

-3
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FEMALE RESPONDENT
YES% N NO2 N

76.Z 61

73.3, 11

-88.6 39

82.7 43

83.5 152

88.1 199

66.1 37

44.4 4

66.7 18

80.0 92

85,0204

89.14 98

73.7 14

82.0 7

9.2,8 7?2

53.3 8

93.6 146

84.6, 33

88'..7 47

92.6 113

84.8 56

74.6 53

15.0, 36

10.9 2

26.3, ,
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ZONE I

k: TABLE 171,
PERCENT REVONSE OF ABSErS F 014 WORKIVE IO ILLNESS

BY DIAL. MALL F RESPONDLN1S,
ZO

TOTAL
YES% NO2

25..O 75.0

3'1.8 68.2

1.6 98.4

26.7 73.3

32.6 67.4.

33.3 63.0

19.4 80.6

19.8 79.0

14.8 85.2

20.0 75.0

30 0 70.0

25.6, 74.4

22.3 77.7

15.9 84.1

32.0 68.0

30.0 70.0

25.0 75.0

8.3 91.7

20.4 78.9

9.4 "9'0.6

9.1 90.9

19.0 2.13

18.2 81.8

19.5 80.5

MALE WESPONDENT
YES% N NO2 N

27./3

25.0

'9.1

20.0

37.5

40.0

17.6

12.9

"23.5

20.0

36.4

47.1

15.9

22.2

22.2

50.0

34.5

33.3

22.7

83.9 26

76.5 13

'r.0 7..-.(
, 7 -

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

77.8

7" 2.0
50.0 1

65.5 19

66.7 2f4f.
s

77.3 17

40.0

00.0

72.0

64.3

72.7

FEMALE RESPONDENT
YtSZ N NL %. N

24.4 19

33.7 28

0 0

30.0 3

31.6 12

31.8 7

19.8 18

21.3 29

10.8 4

22.2 2

26.3 5

20.5 15

18.4 25

13.7 11

37. 6

25.0 7

22.0 20

0 0

20.0 25

0 0

10.0 5

15.3 9

13.5 7

'18.3 13

75.6 59

66.3 5

100,.0 50

700 7

68.4 26

63.6 14

80.2 73

77.9 106

89.2 33

77.8 7

/3.7 14

79.5 58

81.6 111

86:2 69

62.5 10

75.0 6

78.0 71

100.0 9

79.2 99

100.0 27

90.0 45

84.7 50

86.5 45

81.7 '58



ZONE 01

12

13

14

15

19

20

21

22

.23

45 C

TAB E.172

.BY REECitiqi
TOTAL. E. ItyiDaR AL R SPONE DEN TS.

TOTAL
.

YES% NO2

37.3 62.7
34.9 65.1
47.6 52.4

28.6 71.4

18.0 82.0

37.3 62.7

41.0 59.0

26.4 73.2

20.8 79.2

15.8 78.9

17.9 79.5

34.6 64.7

34.7 64.6
1

1.4.4 85.6

37.0 63.0

40,0 60.0

26.8 72.6

16.7 .83.3

26.3 72.6

28.3 69.8

30.5 69.5

32.1 67.3

8.8 91.2

23.2 76.8

MALE RESPONDENT
YES2 N NO2

32.3 10

3EL i3

40.0 10

33.3 2

12.5 1

50.6 4

35.5 11

28.9 13

23.8 5

11.1 1

8.3 1

25.0 6

32.7 18

20.0 6

44,.4 4

50.0 1

17.9 V

0 0

67.7 ,°21

60.6 20

60.0 4.1

66.7 4

87.5 7

50.0 4

64.5 20

71.1 32

FEMALE RESPONDENT
YES% N NO% N

61.5 83

66. 14

50.0 40

73.4 11

81.0 34

64.7 3

88.9

91.7

75.0

67.3

80.0

55.6

50.0

79.5

00.0

58.1

73.7

80.4

77.8

74.1

62.5

64.0

87.2

104

!65

45

7

20r

70

153

30.0 -9

2116 4

33.3 2

31.0 13

21.4 3 78.6 '11

36.4 4 63.6 7

3313

37.S

29.5

20.0

25.6

62

70.5

83.0

BEST COPY AVAILABLE
4

30.2

32.5

6.1,

21.1

69.8

66.7

93.9

6 "2
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TABLE 1?ii

PERCENT RESPONSE OF'SPOUSE'S MACE OF BIRTH
BY OA. MALE. LIND FENIX RESPONDENTS.

BY ZONt

. KALE XLS
2 2

4 5 ii

56.4

85.1

66 1

44.3

BEST COPY AVAILlifi.

605
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TABLE 176

PERCFCRONVALTSLOAINALCETA
Ss.
STATUS

ri ZONE

TOTAL MALE RESPONDENT
ZONE 0 'S2 NO% f YES% N NO% N

10

14

1.5

19

20

sw

35.2 64,8,

41.057.8

51.5 48.5'

66.7 33.3

75.0 25.06

45.7 54.3

51.5 48.5

60.2 39.2

62.5 37.5

62.5 31.3.
44,4 55.6

67.9 30.9

55.9 42.6

69.9 29.2

66.7 33.3

77.8 22.2

61.2 38.1

37.5 62.5
64.2 35.1

.53.5 46.5

73.7 26.3

55.8 41.9

68.9 31.1

60.3 39.7

6

FEMALE RESPONDENT
YES% N .802 N

4, (A err

60.0

81.8

84.0

18.2

16.0

51.7

394
38.44

48.3 14

61.0 64

61.6 90

69.2 27

71.4 5

50.0 6

79.0 49

60.9 95

79.8 71

63.6

71.4 5

67.3 68'

46.2 6

71.0 88

67.7 21

81.8 27

62.1 _59

69.4 24

66.0 33 34.0 17

30.8

2C6
50.0

19.4

37.2

19.1

36.4

28.6

'32.7

53.8

129.0

6

12_

50_

17

4

2

33



TABLE 177

PERCENT RESPONSE OF SPOUSE'S WORK CATEGOR
BY TOTAL. HALE. tND FEM.E RESPONDENTS.

BY Zan

MALE atsrawaT
2 2 2 2 2

8 9
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5.4neastoranarri ME RE
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MENEM RE
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MEW STEW ; 17M11111ORIN Ern 9 10. In°
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IN 10. VT Mr HIM= 40.

Mg& trEntg. irir 6 NO 10.

me &f.ing 2.( NM

'609

2
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2 2 2
0,3 I S

M111110 20.4 0 1171101111211211
ME
IMEIMMO

DE NE WE
Ili

ILE
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AIMEE
IUD
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113013:1111119
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100
E1331133

5.0
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133 IIM
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11111111t1

MEI9.0
0 9. I

21 6 16.3

111E1121

0 0

MO20.5
0 0 0 0 0 CZ MEMCIENI
5... IN Er MESin EMIXIENIET
0

SEEMED
NE

Intrie ME
NE

111EMO mar

ME /Min,
orminri

10.4 sr

1E111
0 42.9

15.1 frin
12.2inert

IX
ME emitters!!!

ME IrE mem!MB IT
9.1

ET 34.1

610



4,

i
4

$ ,
1 #

t
1

t 1

.s.

4

VIIMI ar
4

. .4 I

..-------

allr.---.--

. t , 4

.4

# i 1'----- ..--- 4--_

4 a,_ :.-- A..--
i ., 4 6

Mir

4 i

4
4

4 I' 4

4

i t :

a . 4 i 4

4 4I1IM ,r__.__
. 4 4 .4: t

4

. i

4

4

...

. r ..ti

4

4 $ 4

i : # $ 4 8 4

A

4

4

4

4 6

gli---.- .

4

. 4

4 4

I

4 I . 4 4

4

4 8 1 I

4 4 :

i :

i 1 4 4



ZONE #

TABLE 179

'TRW OliflifeAPPIREEINNORACY
BY ZONE

TOTAL
YES Z "NO Z

8.7 61.

MALE NgSPONDENT
YENZ N NOZ N

62.5 15

55.0 111

50.0 9

k

57.1 4

0 0

16.7

64.0 16

2/.8 10

.6 3

25.0

16.7 1

47.4 9

48.9 23

44.0 11

25.0 2

50.0 1

47.4 ,18

33.3 1 66.7 2

15.4 4 84.6 22

33.3 4

60.0 3

50.0 17

83.3 10

62.5 5 37.5

V
r

BEST COPY AVAILABLE 612

FEMALE igSPONDENT
YESZ N . NOZ N

39.0 32

54.0 34

50.0 25

81.8 9

84.0 21

41.4 12

48.5 50

72.1 106

82.1 2

100.0 7

100.0 12

74.2 46

49.0 76

55.1 49

61.5 8

42.9 3

43.7 45

69.2 9

38.2 47

32.3 la

51.5 17

7,5 36

§5.3 32

66.0 33

61.0 )10

40.9 19

50.0 25

18.2 , 2

16.0

0 0

24.2 15.

4.9.7 '77

43.8 39

38.5 5.

57.1 4

56.3 58

30.8 4

61.8 76

67.7 21_

48.5 16

61.5 ,t

34.7 17

34.0 17



ZONE

NW

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

19

20

ME
22

23

25

28

30

TABLE 180

PERCENT RESPONSE OF SPOUSE'S
SPAN

Sfli LITERACY
BY TOTAL, MALE, gNO

ZONt
FEMALE RES RENTS.

. BY

TOTAL
YES2 NO2

90.6 9.4

90.4 9.6

.8 13.2

.8 22.2

87.1 9.7

82.9 17.

87.5 12.5

85.2 14.8

67,9 32.1

75.0 25.0

66.7 33.3

77.8 22.2

87.0 12.5

86.0 14.0

90.5 9.5

88.9 U.1
88.7 11.3

31.3 68.8

96.6 3.4

97.7 2.3

11.6 18.4

;91.5 8.5

73.8 26.2

74.1 25.9

` MALE RESPONDENT
YES% N NO% N

91.7 22 8.3 2

95t 5.0 1

83. 15 16.7 3

71.4 5 28.6 2

85.7 6 14.3 1

83.3 5 16.7 1

92.0 23

.3 30

6.5 13

87.5

83.3

89.5

87.2

84.0

100.0

100.0

92.i

66.7

92.0

100.0
80.0 4

91.2 31

66.7 8

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

Vme

FEMALE RESPONDENT
YES% N NO2

90.2 74 9.8

88,9

88.0

81.8

87.5

82.8

86.4

85.7

II. 7

12.0 6

18.2 2

8.3

74.2

86.

86.5

84.6

85.7

87.4

23.1

46

133

77

11

28.6

41.7

'214
12.4

111 1

j5.4

14.3

12.6

76.9

2.5

34.

1111.2

8.3

7AJ5 17

74.0 37 26.0 13



ZONE I

BEST COPY AVAILABI.

TABLE '.181

PERCENT RESPONSE OF SPOUSE'S HEALTH OR PHYSICAL
CONDITION WHICH LIMITS ACTIVITY

BY TOTAL. MALE. AND FEMALE RESPONDENTS.
i3Y ZONE

TOTAL
YES NO %

33.3 66.7

18.5 81.5

39.7 60.3

5.6 94.4

9.4 90.6

44.4 55,6

29.7 70.3

23.9 76.

21.8 78.2

0 300.0

1.1 88.9

25.9 74.1

20.7 78.8

14.9 85.1

30.0 70.0

11.1 88.9

25.4 73.2

6.3 93.8

26.2 73.1

23.3 76.7

5.8 84.2

28.7 71.3

21.7 78.3

10.3 89.7

MALE RESPONDENT
YES% 4; NO2 N

70.8 17

80.0 16

61.1 11

0 0

14.3 1

50.0 3

28.0 7

19.4 7

23.5 4

31.6 6

20.0 9

12.0 3

42.9 3

00.0 7

85.7 6

50.0

72.0

80.6

76.5

100.0

100.0

68.4

80.0

88.0

57.1

100.0

78.9

100.0

69.2

66.7

100.0

82.4

614

FfMALE RESPONDENT
YESZ N NO% .14

34.6 28

18.0 11

40.0 20'

9.1 1

8.0 2

43.3 13

30.1 31

25.0 37

21.1 8

0 0

16.7 _2

24.2 15

20.9 31

15.7 14

23.1 3

14.3 1

28.0 28

7.7 1

26.1 31

19.4 6

18.2 6

32r,.* 31.

22.9 11

60.0

90.9

92.0

56.7

69.9

75.0

78,9

100.0

83.'4

75.8'

72

111

30

7

78.4 116

84.3 75

76.9 10

85.7 6

71.0 71

92.3 12

73.9 88

80.6 25

81.8 27

6744

77.1
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0

TABLE 183-

fERCENT litSPOfiSE a OF LENGTH OF RESIDENCE
_r TRESENT ADDRESS

BY TOTAL, NALE AND FLMALE RESPONDENTS,
BY ZONE

4

8.6

943

27.3

14.6

16.9

19.0

25.5

270

20.8

13.6

?1-Z

21,2

6

46 1

20.5 Inn
6.6

45,5

27.1

6.8

14,

12.3

48.1

0

37.5

62.7

50.5

47.6

.2

40 5.0 50 20.0

3 6

27.9

13.9

19.9

37.1

22.3

46.8

17.1 17.1

12.2 50.0

41.4

MEM
20.7

30.0 10.0 60.0 0

HALL RESPONDENT
k ik

2 2 2 ,-
2

26.9

42.9

14.3

12.5

31.3

15.6

9.5

3.8

42.9

14.3

0

6.3

11.1

14.3

29.2

14.0

25.8

30.0

50.0

26.8

37.5

21.1

41.9

12.5

14.0

16.1

0

57.1

62.5

56. -3

55.6

52.4

20.0

0

20:8

49.1

16.1

16.7

56t

42.9

42.9

33.3

7,3

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

616

FEMALE 1tE.SPONDE%1'

Z Z .Z
2 3

lormi
20.0

rill
14.6uninain
15.0

20.6 9.6 ma
1311:1ou
0

32.2 18.2

25.0 7.5

20.0 46.7

22.0

20.0

roglipmEl

Imo 34.1

62.7

46.0

Inplimi
19.2

rgi
112311115
51.9

1511111111013164
MEIrag
Ell
25.0

19.6

En
22.6

maim
Ell
0

50.2

10.0

1E02E1
0

0

IMO
22.7.48.2

38'8 0

0 75.0

11.9 On 30.2 19.0

26.7

1E111
112111171110111113
vonrriran
112011011
EMI

60.0 6.7

38-9

17.9

11111 12.1

11.3

6.7 17.5

17.9

MNMin11111on



20

21

22

23

25

28

30

31.

PERCENT RE

TABLE 184

of OF HOUSE
NT
CONVENIENCES

ttMALE RESP1 i ..
BY ZONE

TOTAL !MULE RESPONDENT22 2
2 1 4 5 6

300.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 0

100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0

100.0

2
7 8 9 10

100.0 100.0 100.0 99.2

ob.° loo4 lu0.0 mho

100.0 100.0 100.0
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0 100.0
100.0 100.0

100.0

.99.6

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0 160.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

0

100.0

00.0
100.0

100.0 100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0 100.0 100.0

100.0

0.0

00.0

100.

.100.4

100.0 100.0

0

100.

99.

100.

100.

100.

100.

100.

100.

100.

100.0

99.1

100.0

00.0
100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0 100.0
100.0

100..0

100.0

100.0

100.0

99.4

99.1

100.0
100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

97.6

100.0

99.3

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

94.7

100.0

100.0 100.0

100.0

100.0
100.0 100.0

100. 100.0

100 . 7.4

100.0

100.0 100.0

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

100.0

100.0

61
100.0

100.0
100.0
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TAME 187

PERCENT RESPONSE OF LIKTATIONSAN EgYSICAL
ACilVITT DUE TO AtALTH PROBLEM

BY TOTAL. MALE. AIWALE RESPONDENT'S,

BEST am AvkABLE

ZONE

12.7

17.1

26.0

13.6

5.8

38.0

348

30.8

3.6

30.8

49.4

48.1

43.3

72.7

63.5

20.3

19.3

9.0

4.0

5.0

5.1

12.9

1 .9

6.5

.10.3

10.0

31.3

32.1

23.7

20.0

15.0

17.9

30.9

39.9

24.5

41.4

30.0

42.4

48.6

66.5

76.0

80.0

76.9

56

48.1

69.1

8.3

60.0

0

10:3

7.8

1.7

15.8

6.3

50.0

34.6

27.5

27.1

27.9

17.5

50.0

55.1

64.7

71.2

56.4

76.3

4.9 22;0 73.2

HUE RESIMENT
% -1 % %

&MAYS DES NEVER

20.0 43.3 36.7

14.3 31.4 54.3

24.0

14.3

12.5

25.0

18.8

7.5

0

36.0

14.3

37.5

12.5

40.0

71.4

50.0

62.5

53.1

72.5

73.7

10.0 90.0

HINZ RESKNECHT

%
lamas SCHEMES NEVER

11.0

17.9

26 6

13.3

4.5

19.6

9.3

5.4

0

7.4

13.9

36.8

35.8

29.1

52.2

46.3

44.3

13.3 73.3

29.5 65.9

41.2 39.2

32.8 47.8

24.7 6S.5

17.9 76.8

22.2 77.8

18.5 74.1

33.9 52.2

9.7

10.0

0

22.6

30.0

00.0

67.7

60.0

0

10.5

12.5

15.0

0

10.3

47.4

12.5

26.0

46.7

34.2

48.1

69.4

42.1

75.0

59.1

53.3

55.5

5.4 30.9 53.7

4.5 18.2 77.

4.2 19.7 76.1
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ZONE

TAB1.k 1189

PERCENTBAVe &ET iftMETIIIP
ZORE

TOTAL
YES2 NO 2

43.6 56.4Elam
68.6

90.9

62.0

56.7

62.9

62.1

65.8

75.0

71.8

50.4

60.7

75.2

48.3

66.7

67.8

31.4

9.1

38.0

43.3

36.6

37.9

32.9'

25.0

28.2

49.6

39.3

24.8

48.i
.33.1
31.6

20.8

23.7

27.0

22.1

73.5

79.2

76.3

72.4

7.9

22.0 78.0

MALE RESPONDENT
YES2 N 802 N

35.5 _11 64.5 20

48.6 17 51.4 18

;36.0 9 64.0 16

'
FAMILY

BEST COPY.AVAILABLE

FEMALE RESPONDENT
YES2 N 'HOZ N

12.5

75.0

-29.0

45.5 60 54.5 72

47.5 57 52.5 63

30.0 24. 70.0 56

13.3 2 86.7 13

42.9' 18 57 24

70.10

16.7

25.8

50.0

50.0

22.5

66.7

24.1

7.1

33.3

17.5

28.6

36.4

71.1 32

52.4 11

80.0 8

83.3 1,0

50.0 12

59.6 34

14.2 23

50.0 5

50.0 1

77.5 31

33.3 1

75.9 22

92.9 13

66.7 4

82.5 33

71.4 10

63,6 7

39.7

27.3

33.3

33.3

49.6

39.1

24.5

47.4

28.6

34.4

61.5

61.5

60.3

20.9

66.7

66.7

50.4

622

22.6

30.1

20.6

19.7

60.9

75.5

47.4

71.4

64.9'

66.7

73.1

74.4

77.4

69.1,

85

10

114

29

41,



TABLE 190

PERCENT
IrA95itirNEMATfibilifcitc4HillsP"BLEms
BY TOTAL. HALE. AND FE LE RESPONDENTS.

BY ZONE

TOTAL
ZONE 0 YES% NOt

63.0 37.0

69.1 30.9

54.7 45.3

10

11

12

13

14

15

30

100.0 0

63.9 36.1

82.8 17.2

60.5 38.7

77.8 20.4

73.1 23.1

80.0

81.8

444.5

61.5

81.4

66.7

50.0

60.7

0

58.9

29.0

92.9

20.0

18.2

13.5

38.5

18.6

33.3

50.0

38.5

100.0

41.1

71.0

7.1

31 67.6 32.4

MALE NESPONDENT
YES% N Not U

50.0 '9

71.4 15

69.2 9

0 0

50.0 2

100.0 5

60.0 9

56.3 9

62.5 5

100.0 1

100.0 2

71.4 10

70.6 24

87.5 7

66.7 6

100.0 1

69.2 18

0 0

60.0 6

20.0 1

100.0 2

43.8 ,7

50.0 2

60.0 1

50.0 9

.28.6 6

30.8 4

0 0

50.0 2

1)

40.0 6

43.8 7

;7.5 3

0 0

0 0

28.6 4

29.4 10

12.5 1

33.3 3

0 0

30.8

100.0

t 40.0

80.0

0

50.0

40.0

FEMALE RESPONDENT
YESZ N Not N

65. 54 34.1 28

31.5 28

50.0

100.4

65.6

79.2

60.6

81.5

77:8

100.0

77.8

900

21

19

63

75

14

3

80.0

66.7

33.3

58.7

0

58.7

30.8

12

1

64

0

47

8

11

50'.0

'O. 0

34.4 11

'20.8 5

38.5 40

1A 15

16 / 3

0 0

22.2 2

10.0 6

40.7 57

20.0

33.3

68.8 22 31.a 10

BEST COPY AVAILABLE



ZONE

TABLE.191

MKT' !Mid H FAMILY
SP EP Ed,

TOTAL
YESI NO2

42.8 57.2

32.7 67.3

44.2 51.8

13.6 86.4

23.1 76.9

41.7 58.3

35.7 64.3

27.0

15.0

25.6

34.1

36.6

24.6

31.0

30.0

38.6

22.2

28.3

28.8

25.4

29.7

21 2

7

85.0

74.4

65.9

63.4

75.4

69.0

70.0

61.4

77.8

71.7

71.2

74.6

70.3

78.7

20.7 79.3

HALE IESPONOXNT
YESZ N NO2 N

41.9 13 58.1 18

37.1 13 62.9 22

40.0 10 60.0 15

0 0 100.0 7

4
12.5 1 .87.5 7

50.0 4 50.0 4

23.3L 7 76.7 23

FEMALE EESyONDENT
YES2 N NOZ N

29.5 13 70.5 31

31.6 6 68.4 13

43.0, 58 57.0 77

31.5 39 68.5 85

45.6 36

20.0\ 3

25.0 11

40.4' 21

37.11 68

ss.3 74

.414.4 43

80.0 12

75.0 33

59.6 31

F2.2 112

66.7 148

74.5 41

10.0 1 90.0 9

16.7 2 83.3 10

66.7 16

57.9 33

76.7 23

80.0 8

100.0 2

58.5. 24

66.7 2

83.3 25

28.6 4 71.4 10

50.0 3 50.0 3

16.7 7

28.6 4 71.4 10

9.1 1 90.9 10

624.

33.3, 8

42.1 24

23.3 7

20.0 2

0 0

41.5 17

3.3
r

16.7 5

77.8

70.4

65.8

64.
25.0 27

9

37.5 3

37.7, 49

20.0 3

30.6 48

28.9 11

22.6: 12

34.1, 42

19.7 13

22.5 16

63.2

62.5

62.3

80.0

69.4

71.1

77.4

65.

154

81

12

81

12

109

27

41

81

7,7.5 55



ZONE S

TABLE 192

PERfEhi REVSE OF
BY TOTAL, RAU. ARO

BY ZO

TOTAL
YES NOZ

18. 81.6

.21.1

13.7

811
0

10-.3

19.3

19.8

100.0
89.7

80.7

RO.?

85.8

82,1.

100.0

81.9

88.9

12.1

6.3

7.3

87.9

93.8

92.7

MALE RESPONDENT
YES2 3 NO2

TFJ

100.0

82.2

8'9.5

100.0

91.7

75.0

75.0

83.9

8

26

100.0
70.7 29

100.0

80.0

85.7

83.3

92.9 39

92,9 13

FEMALE RESPONDENT
YES% N NO% II

3 13.

24 10.

12 15.

17.

13.

6.

90.9 1 7.

BEST COPrik
625



PERCENTB1EigyfE WALL

TOTAL
ZONE 0 VEST NOT

30.7 69.3

22.6 77.4

'.26.4 73.6'

4.5 95.5

17. 82./\

20.0 80.0

21.7 78.3

14.1 85.6,

16.4 83.6

22.2 77.8

10.34 89.7

17.1 82.9

16.0 84:0(

8.6 91 4

41.4 58.6L

10.0 90.0'

22.2. 77.8

27.8 72.2

16.1 83.9 -

15.1` 84.9

8.5 91.5

19.5` 80.5

6.4 93.8

14.4 86.6

TABLE 193

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

TOZPPF

ONE
PIFIPEANTI! FAMILY

MALE RESPONDENT
YES% N NOT N

25.8 8 74.2 23

17.1 '6 82,9 29

26.9 7 711.1 19

O 0 100.0k 7

12.5 1 87.5y 7

25.0 2 75.0 6

22.6 7 77.4, 24

13.3 6 84.4 38

26.3 5 73.7 14

25.0 2 75.0 6

8.3 1 91.7 11

25.0 6 75.0 18

22.8 13 77.2, 44

12.9 4 87.J 27

40.0 4 60.0' 6

0 0 100.0 2

25.0 10

33.3 1 66.7 2

10.0 3 90.0 27

O 0 100.0'

33.3 2 86 7 4

11.9 9 88.1 37

7.1 1 92.9 13

O 0 100.01 11

Ng,

4,

626

FEMALE RESPONDENT
YES2 N NO2 N

31.9 43

24.2 30

26.2. 21

6.7 1

18.2 8

19.2 10

21.5 39'

14.2 32

13.0 7

22.2 2

11.1i' 3

15.5, 18

34

.3 8

42.14 8

12.5; 1

;1.4 ;11

26.7 4

17.31 27

5.7k 3

22.1 "27.

6.1 4

15.5 11

68.1

75.8

73.7

93.3

81.8

80.8

73.5

85.8

87.0

77.8

88.9

84.5

85.7

92,7

57.9

'92

94

59

14

36

42

142

193

47

24

93

203

101

73.3

79.5

94%1

j1.9

93.5

84.5

)1
50

95

112

60



20 NE

x
TABLE 194

PVHERET

TOTAL.
YES: NO2

4.2 95.8

8.2 91.8

7.5 92.5

0 100.0

1.5 88.5

5.0 95.0

7.1 92.9

7.4 92.6

0

7.7

7.9

6.8

8.0

1.0.3

100.0

97.1

94.4

7.0 93.0

7.5 92.5

1.7 98.3

5.5 94.5

6.3 93.8

4.9 95.

MALE RESPONDENT
Y SZ NOZ

3.3 1

14.3 5

11.5 3

0 0

%Alen'
uc.n

FEMALE RESPONDENT'
YXSZ N NOZ N

91.7

100.0

91.2

92.9

90.0

100.0

95.1

13.6

5 8

7

8.

2.0

0

7.4

9. 11

6. 15

8.3 9.

10. 2

O 0

2.3 3

O 0

7.. 12

7.7 3

1. 1

6. 8

6.1 4

4.

95.6

93.5

93.8

100.0

86.4

94.2

92.3

91.5

98.0

100.0

92.6

130

115

.75

15

38

4%

167

205

100.0

97.7

100.0

9213

98.1

93.4

93.9

36

52

114

62

BEST:COPY AVAILABLE



ZONE I

1©

20

30

BEST COPY AVAILABLE
&

TABLE 195

PERCENT RESPONSE OF ARTHRITIS OR RHEUMATISM. IN FAMILY
BY TOTAL. MALE. AND. FEMALE RESPONDENTS.

BY ZONE

TOTAL
YES% NOZ

1

41.9 58.1

38.4' 61.6

48.1 51.9
,..........

,_22.7 77.3

26.9 73.1

46.7 53.3

38.5 61.5
.

33.0 67.0

24.6 75.4

33.3 66.7

23.1 76.9

35.0 65.0

34.4 65.6

19.0 81.0

37.9 62.1

0 100.0

28.5 i1.5

50.0 50.0

21,9 78.1

28.3 71.7

40.7 59.3

34.1 65.9

22.5 77.S

211.0. 72.0

MALE RESPONDENT
YESZ N NOZ N

29.0 9

40.0 14

50.0 13

71.0 22

60.0 21

50.0 13

85.7 6

75.0

31'.6

33.3

8.3

25.0

29.8

25.0

50.0

71.1

68.4

66.7

91.7

75.0

70.2

26.8

66.7

30.0

42.9

50.0 3

31.0 13

35.7 5

9.1 1

100.0 2

73.2 30

33.3 1

70.0 21

57.1 8

50.0 3

69.0 29

64.3 9

90.9 10

FEMALE RESPONDENT,
YES2 N 1102 N

44.9 61 55.1 75

37.9 47 62.1 77

47.5 38 52.5 42

26.7 4

27.3 12

48.1 25

39.0 71

33.8 76

22.0 11 78.0 39

37.5 3

29.6 8

37.1 43

35.4 84

51.9

61.0

66.2

62'.9

64.6

82..6

68.4

100.0

71.0

53.3

79.6

76.9

29.0 38

46.7 7

20.4 32

23.1 9

39.6 21

35.2 43

19.7 13_

31.0 22

73

153

90

13

60.4 32

64.8 79

80.3 53

69.0 49



ZONE 0

TABLE 196

PERriplifimPotur

TOTAL
YES2 NO:

20.1 79.9

25.5 74.5

22.6

9.1

23.1

20.0

24.4

20.7

8.7

0

25.6

23.6

18.7

14.7.

10.7

10.0

77.4

90.9

76.9

80.0

75.6

79.3

91.3

100.0

74.4

76.4

81.3

85.3

89.3

90.0

OBEID
MEMO
17.1

13.2

82.9

86.8

15.3 84.7

20.7 79.3

11.2 88.8

18.3 81.7

HALE RESPONDENT
YESZ N NO%

16.1

22.9

5 63.9 A6

8 77.1

76.9

100.0

2 75,0

1 87.5 7

7 77.4

9 80.0

1 94.7

100.0

83.3

79.2

77.2

89.3

80.0 8

25.0

12.5

22.6

20.0

5.3

16.7

20.8

22.8

10.7

20.0

LY

MALE RESPONDENT
YESZ N 'NO: N

24

36

18

5

10

19

.44

25

26.2 32

22.5 18

13.3 2

22., 10.

21,2 11

24.7 45

20.9 47

10.0 5

0 0

29.6 8

4.1 28

7.7 42

15.7 17

5.6 ' 1

0 0 100.0 2

26.8 11 73.2 30

66.7 2 33.3 1

20.0 6 80.0 24

7.1 1 92.9

16.7 1 83.3 5

9.5 4 90.5 38

0 0 100.0 14

36.4 4 63.6 7

BEST COPY AVAILABLE
623

12.5 1

26.0 34

6.7 1

16.6 26

15.4 6

15.1 8

24.6 30

13.6 9

15.5 11

77.3 )4

78.8 41

75.3 137

79.1 178

90.0 45

100.0 8

70.4 19

75.9 88

82.3 195

84.3 91

94.4 17

87.5 7

74.0 97

93.3 14

83.4 131

84.6 33

84.9 45

75.4 92

'06.4

84.5 60

tt



ZONE

11

12

13

14

15

19

20

21

22

23

25

28

30

31

lt 4

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

TABLE 197

PERCENT, RESPONSE OF VISION PROBLEMS IN FAMILY
TO AL. AND FEMALE RESPONDENTS.

BY ZONE

TOTAL
YES 2 NO 2

57%2 42.

53.5 46.5

61.3 38.7

72.7

40.4 59.6

70.0 30.0

55.9 44.1

56.3 43.7

43.5 56.5

0 100.0

59.0 41.0

61.4 38.6

53.7 46.3

46.7 53.

62.1 37.9

80.0 20.0

55.6 44.4

77.8 22.2

41.9 58.1

54.7 45.3

67.8 32.2

47.6 52.4

41.3 58.7

34.1 65.9

MALE RESPONDENT
YES% NI HOZ N

45.2 14 54.8 17

40.0 14 60.0 21

73.1 19 26.9 7

0 0 100.01. 7

50.0 4 50.0 4

62.5 5 37.5 3

61.3 19 38.7 12

51.1 23 48.9, 22

36.8 7 63.2; 12

0 0 100.0 5

50.0 6 50.0 6

54.2 13 45.8 11

50.9 29 49.1 28

42.9 12 57.1 1i

O:0 6 40.0 4

100.0 2

51.2 21

100.0 3

36.7 11 63.3 19

78.6 11 21.4 '1

66.7 4 33.3 2

35.7 15 64.3 27

42.9 6 57.1 8

27.3 3 72.71 8

VEHALE RESPONDENT
YES% N NO: N

60.0 81

57.3

57.5

40.0

36.6

71.2

54.9

57.3

46.0

71

46

6

17

37

100

129

23

40.0
42.7 53

42.5 34

60.0 9

61.4

28.8

45.1

42..?

54.0

100.0 8

37.0 10

27

15.

82

96

27

62.9

54.4

47.7

63.2

75.0

56.9

73.3

42.9

46.2

67.9

51..6

40.9

35.2

73

129

52

12

6

74

11

67

18

36

63

27

25

37.1

45.6

52.3

36.8

25.0

43:1

26.7

57.1

53.8

32.1

48.4

59.1

64.8

43'

108

57
7

2

56

4

89

21

17

59

39

46



ZONE 0

9

10

11

12

3

4

5

19

20

23.

25

2*

VILE 198

PEAVEIgTEPtitilly OASAFMEItia EDERNETALOillEONIEMS

BY ZONE

TOTAL
YES% Noz

53.9 46.1

45.9 54.1

46.2 53.8

18.2 81.8

36.5 63.5

54.4 45.8

48.3 51.7

50.6 49.4

27.1 72.9

0 100.0

25.6 74.4

44.3 55:7

50.7 49.3

38.7 61.3

34.5 65.5

80.0 20.0

48.8 51.2

22.2 77.8

39.5 60.5

.37. 62.3

45.8 54.2

45.1 54.9

38.7 61.2

32.9 67.1

'MALE RESPONDENT
YEsZ N Nca N

54.8 17

7.1 13

41.3 11

0 0

25.0 2

75.0 6 25.0 2

46.7 14 53.3 16

35.6 16 64.4 29

26.3 5 73.7 14

0 0. 100.0 5

16.7 2 83.3 10

41.7" 4,10 58.3 14

45.6 26 54.4 31

39.3 11 60.7 17

40.0 4 60.0 6

50.0 1 50.0 1

51.2 21 48.8 201

33.3 1. 66.7 2

43.3 13' 56.7 17

35.7 5 64.1 9

33.3 2 66.7 4

38.1 16 61.9 26

45.2

62.9

57.7

100.0

75.0

14.3 2 85.7 12

54.5 6 45.5 5

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

631

FEMALE RESPONDENT
YES:: N' NO% N

53.7' 72

8.4 6

47.5 38

26.7 4

38.6 17

51.0 26

48.6 88

53.6 .20

27.5 14

0 0

29.6 8

44.8 52

51.9 123

38.5 42

-31.6 6

87.5 1

48.0 61
20.0 3

38.7 60

38.5 15

47.2 25

47.5. 58

43.9 29

29.6 21

46. 62

51.6 64.

52.5 42

73.3 11

61.4 27

49.0 26

51.4 95

46.4 104

72 5 7

100.0

55.2

48.1

6

68.4

12.5

52.0

80.0

61.3

61.5

52.8

, 52.5

56.1

95

24

28

64

31



ZONE P

6

9

10

15.

TABLE 199

PERCENT RESPQM PRES I DAtlEiiION REQUIRED
tux

BY TOTAL.
F

Z
inTSPONDENTS,

f'

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

TOTAL
YESZ NOZ

56.8 43.2

55.2 44.8

54.9 45.1

22.7 77.3

39.5 60.5

57.7 42.3

55.8 44.2

46.3 53.7

39.7. 60.3

25.0 75.0

6 68.4,

44.9

55.2

58.9

19

20

21

28

30

31

55.1

44.8

41.2

54.5- 45.5

21.2 77.8

38.7 61.2

33.3 66.7

43.4 56.6

32.7, 67.3

25.4, 74.6

44.7 54.7

33.3, 66.7

25.6 74.4

.MALE RESPONDENT
YE42 N NOZ N

43.3 13 56.7 17

44.8 13 55.2 16

64.0 16 36. 9

0 0 100 7

25.0 1 75. 3

57.1 4 42. 3

5.6 15 44.4 12

36.4 16 63.6 28

45.0 9 55. 11

20.0 2

18.2 2

55.0 11

47.9 23

40.7 11

62.5 5

50.0

10.0 12

66.2 2

418.3 14

411.7 5

35.N

36.4

632

FEMALE RESPONDENT,
YES% N AO% N

60.0 75 40.0 SO

58.3 56 41.7 442

51.9= 40 48.1 37

33.3 5 66.7 10

58.8 20

42.2 19

55.8 96. 44.2 76

48.3 102 51.7 109

37.5 18 62.5 30

33.3 3 66.7 .6

37.0 10 63.0 17

55.1 59 44.9 48

44.1 90. 55.9 114

41.2 40 58 .8 57

50.0 7 50.0 7

14.3 1. 85.7 6

41.7 50 58.3 70

26.7 4 73.3 11

42,5 62 57.5 84

29.2 11 70.3 26

24.5 13 75.5 40

47.3 52 51.8 57

32.8 20 67.2 41

23.9 17 76.1 54
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ZONE f

TABLE 201

PERCENT f!liEIRSPCO OF SPECIAL DIET REQUIRED
IC RUM PRBLEM,

BY TOTALS AND FEMALE RtSPONDENTS.
BY ZONE

I.

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

TOTAL
YES% NO%

1

38.0 62.0

44.9, 55.1

44.7 55.3

13.6 86.4

44.0 56.0

50.0 50.0
I

40.3 59 7
...L...4

30.3 69.7!

28.8 71.2'

20.0 80.0

23.5 76.5)
40.5 59.5'

42.2 57.8f

22.2
4

77.8.

57.1 42.94

22.2 77.84

28.2 71.8

11.8 88.2

25.3 74:7

22.0
A

78.0

15.3 84.7
.__ _ 4

45.6 54.4

9.9 90.1

13.4_ 86.6

MALE RESPONDENT
YES% U POR . N

8 65. 15

8 . 20

9 50 9

100.

66.

0

66.

82.

64.

FEMALE RESPONDENT
YES2 N NO2 N

50.6

43.3

20.0

45.5

49.4 39

41.3

32.6

26.2

29.2

40.2

39.6

21.5

50.0

17.2
37.5 3

16.7 1

25.0

14.3

29.3

14.3

27.0

18.2

6341

80.0! .12

1'4.5 12

55.6 20

58.7 81

67.4 126

73.8 31

77.8' 7

. A
70.8 1'

59,8: 61

60.4. 93

78.5 73

50.0 4

85.7 6

70.7 58

85.7 12

73.04 100

81.8 27

84.9 45

12 31 :21

10.5 6 89.5 51

14.1 10 85.9. 61



- ZONE 0

PERCENT

BY TOTAL

TOTAL
YES2 NC%

1
56.9, 43.1

/7.0 .23.0

20.3 78.0

IIIIEWIFI
90.0 10.0

4

66.7 33.3

53.6 46.4

73.6 26.4

89.5 ,10.5

80.0 20.0

77.8 22.2

76.9 23.1

57.8 42.2

60.0 40.0

53.3 40.0

66.7 3343

48.1 .4811

100.0 0

60.7 39.3
,

8.7 4.3
77. 122.2

41.7 58.3

/7.d 22.2

41.7 58.3

TABLE 202

pi OF ji,V11-1;11TO OBTAIN

E. AN8PrtAXtElttPONDENTS,
BY ZONE

MALE RESPONDENT
YEst N NO2 N

60.0, 6

90.ct 9

42.9 6

0 0

.oY. 0
75.0 3

62.5 5

42.9 3

71.4 5

50.0

0

100e18

25.0

37.5

.33.3

100.0

25.0

47.4

0

50.0

66.7

0

75.0

100.0

100.0

EST COPY-AVAILABLE

eS.

FEMALE RESPONDENT
YES: N .NO: N

- 4.



TABLE 203

PERCENT RESPONUf tY TQ. PURCHASE
FOOD Jittlit.D OR

BY TOTAL. MALES ODzoitE4ALt RtSPONDEN

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

HUI laSSFOLENT

ir41.

111111111,11711111111

22.2

28.7

55.6

37.45

39.

.61.1 5.6

0

0

0

9.8rill 66.7 1E111

Min 30.0 PM

50.0

45.0

78 .6

50.0

0. 0 15.0

R1Q

63. 30 0 68



ip

TABLE 204

PERCENT RE NS E
ER

NEEDED FOOD

BE
IaONDENT.

TOTAL FEMALE RESPONDENT
2 2 2 2 X
1 2 3 4 5ZONE #

100.0 100.9 10010 100.0 98,0

07,5 100,0 100,0 100.0 100.0

f004 1111.10 100k 100.0 100.0

100.0 100.0 100,0 100.0 100.0

10q.0 100,0 100 0 100.0 100.0

66. 0 0 0 100.0

100.0

100.0

0

100.0

100.0

0.

100.0

100.0

100.1t

100.0

100.0

100.0

96.2

100.0

100.0

0

90.9

0

90.9

95.2

100.0

iibo.o

100.0

100.0

0

100.0

0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

0

100.0

0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

60.0

100.0

BEST COPY AVAILABLE
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ZONE 9

TABLE 206
PERCENTBIERS5

TOTAL
YES% N0

56.9 43.14,

76.1' 23.9

65.1 34.9

63.6' 36.4

_98.1 1.9.

68.3 28.3

68.2' 31.8

76.8 23.2

75.1 24.7,

75.0 25.0

74.4; 25.6

75.7 24.3

63.0 37.0.
58.9 41.1

93.1 6.9

50.0 50.0

64.1 '35.9

44.4 55.6,

49.7 50. 3

47.2 52.8.

45.8 54.2
4

49.1 50.9

60.5 39.5

79.3 20.7
-..

MALE RESPONDENT
YE'SZ N NOZ

23.8

20.0

33.3'

37.5

35.1'

29.0

20.0

50.0

36.6

66.7

63.3

50.0

33.3

BEST COPY AVAILABLE.

NITYSICIAN

.

FEMALE RESPONDENT
YES2 N .NOZ N

56.6 77 43.4 59

81.5 101 L/141 23
67.5 54 32.5, 26

73.3 II 26.7 4

100.0 44 0 0

67. 35 28 8 15

68.7 125 31.3 57

76.1 72 23.9, 54

75.0 42 25.0 14

77.8 7 22.2 2

77.8 21 22.2 6

78.4 91 21.6 25

62.5 ISO 37.5 90

55.5 61 44.5 49

100.0 19 0 0

50.0 4 50.0, 4

64.3 83 35.1 46

46.7 7 5,3.3;. 8

52.3 81 47.71 74

46.2 18 5341 '21

43.4 23 56.6 30

56.I :69 43:9 54

59.7 40 40.1. 27

78.9 56 21.1 15



ZONE

P.

6

20

25

28

30

31

TABLE 207

PERCENT RES ONSE OF FILIES WITH A FAMILY DENTIST
BY i0 AL. MALE. D FEMALE RESPONDENTS.

B ZONE

TOTAL
YES: NO 2

24.0 75.4

41.1 58.

17.9 81.

77.3

34.6

78.3

68.7

48.1

45.0

35.9

33.6

27.4

26.2

55.2

22.2

35.7

5189

55.0

61.5

65.7

72.0

73.8

44.8

77.8

'6 .3

26.2 72.5

41.5 58.5

MALE RESPONDENT
YESZ N NO:

11.5

14.3

75:0

25.0

21.9

42.2

57.1

60.0

41.7

20

3 .3

45.2

50.0

50.0

26.8

0

16.7

7.1

16.7

11.9

28.6

45.

25.0

75.0

78.1
57.8

42.9

40.0

58
1
3

79.2

64.9

54.8

50.0

50.0

73.2

100.0

83.3

92.9

83.3

83.3

71.4

54.5

30

3

25

13

5

35

i0

6

640

FE:11LE RESPONDENT
YESZ N NO% N

45.3

20.'

26.7

63.6

19.2

33.'

38.8

44.6

22.2

33.3

36.2

25.

20.

57.

14.

38.

40.

24.7

53

16

4

28

10

54.3

80.0

73.3

36.4

78.8

67.0

64

64

11

16

41

122

15.

5

16.4

40.

55.4 21

77.8 7

63.0

62:9

73.6

79.1

42.1

85.7

61.4

60.0

75.3

84,6

94.3

82.8

72.7

59.2

17

73

176

87

8

6

78

9

116

33

50

101

48

42
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TABLE 208

PERCENT _RESPONSE OF HE114 CARE PREFERENCE
BY TOTALS MALE.. AND F E RESPONDENTS.

BY ZO

HALE RESPONDENT

/

FEMALE RESPONDENT

7 2
-5

MOOT 30.I Q

EMIEMEI
CI
GE
EMI 25,9 0

39.6 EERIE 0

17113 I0.6RI!

0

OEM!

112111ENIffitl
RE I1.7 RR! 0

Mil I6.2 CM 00.91

00.1"./EttlinrE
rls 0 art!

0

ffE13713/23
Et/15E1E12T
arricawirs
EDE 28.0REIFIENRI
Cl/ONION! 0 113

0 3R4EIZIE!!1:15
tralliN1
13111 10.0RE 0

642



--- TABLE 209

PERCENT RESPONSE OF 1ST OF REASONS
ON WHY MEDICAL HELP AS NOT SOUGHT

BY FEMALE RES ONDENT.
BY ZONE

TOTAL FEMALE RESPONDNET
2 z -x 2
2 3 4 5 6

75,0 00.0 100.0 0 100.0 100.0

66t7 1 90.0._ 0 0 100.0 100.0

100.0 0 0 j 0 0 0

0 0 43 0 0 0

O 0 0 0 0

100.0 0 00.0 0- 0 0

66.7 100.0 0 0 100.0 100.0

100.0 00.0 0 100.0

100.0 00.0 0 0

O 0 0

O 0 0

O 0 0 100.0

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

100.0

00.0
a

00.0
00.0

0

0

0

100.0

100.0

75.0

0

100.0
100.0 100.0 0 0 0 0

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0



2
2

TABLE 210

PERCENT RESPONSE OF LIST OF REASONS ON WHY ,

IT WAS DIFFICULT TO OBTAIN MEDICAL CARE.
BY FEMALE RESPONDENTS.

BY ZONE

3
2
4

TOTAtiqMALLAiESPOBWENT
2
6 7 S 9 10

2
11

2
2 3

2
4

100.0

+ 1111111111
100.0

300.0

1
100.0'100.0

100.0;100.0

14 12 1111
100.0

00.0

0

10U.

100.0

100.0

00.0

100 0

100-0

0

0

11111161111111111111111111

100.0

100.0

100.0

00000000000100.0

100.0,' 0

100.0 0

100.0

0

,0

111111

100

83.3100.0

0 0

0

0 100.0
100.0 100.0 100.0 0 0 00. t 0

100.0 100. 100.0 0 100.0 0 0 0 0

U0040 100.0 100.0 100.0 0 0 100.0 100.0 0

100. 100. too° loiLo 000 zoo° ieoo o l000 ioo loo.o Imo ioo.o 90.9

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 00.0 loo.o Imo 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 0 100.0 0 100.0
0 100.0 100.0 0 100.0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 100.0

0 100.0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 100.0 100.0 0 0 0 100.0 0 0 100.0 0 0 0 0 100.0

1011.0 100.0 100.0 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 0 100.0 100.0 10± 0 0 0 100.0

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 0.0 100.0 100.0

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 00.0 y 0 0 0 100.0

0

°.0

100.0 100.0 100.0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 100.0 0.111000

0

100.0

00.0 100.011111111111111111
0

0 0

0

100.0

0

100.0Ill
0

100.0

0 0

100.0

0 0

0

1111111,111

0 100.0
100.0 0 0 100.0

100.0 3 100.0 0 100.0 100.0 0 0 100.0 100.0 0 100 0 100.0 75.0

Inill0 100.0 100.0 0 0 3 100.0 100.0 0 0 100.0 0 0 0
00. 0.0 00. t 0 00.0 it t i 100.0 0 0 95.7

00.0 100.0 100.0 00.0 00.0 00.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 0 0 0

III
85.7

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 0 100.0 0 0 100.0 100.0 0 0 100.0

100.0 100.0 . 100.0 100.0 00.0 00.0 0 100.0 100.0 0 100.0 100.0 0 100.0

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

644
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TABLE 211

BffiralPY
AvAILABLERENT REUSEE CrAMILIES WITH MEDICAL

AND OSPIIAL INSURANit
BY4TOTAL. AND FtMALE RESPONDENTS.

DT ZONE

ZONE I
TOTAL

yEs% io

24.p 75.2

.52.3 47.7

25.7 74.3

A0.9 59.1

64.0 36.0

39.0 61.0

29.0 71.0

45.5 54.5

62.7 37.3

70.0 30.0

48.7 54.3

35.5 64.5

33.6 66.4

45.7, 54.3

59.3 40.7

50.0 50.0

29.3 70.7

33.3 66.7

25.8 73.6

13.5 86.5

89.8

23.1 76.9

40.5 59.5

33.3 66.7

MALE KESPONDENT
YEs% N No%

4313 13

57.6 I9

23.1 6

28.6 2

50.0 4

62.5

26

57.1

70.0

58.3

41.7

12

7

26

17

75.0 .6

1b0.0 2

'21.7 13

0 0

16.7

30.

33.3

9.5

64.3

45.5

5

4

2

4

5

FEMALE RESPONDENT
YESZ N 'No: N

20.7 28

50.8 61

26.6 21

46.7 7

66.7 28

35.3 18

27.3 48

43.0 95

64.8 5

77.8 7

44.4 12

34.2 39

20.5 71

43.1 47

52.6 .10

37.5 3

28.6 36

40.0 6

27.6 42

7.7 3

5.7 3

28.0 33

35.4 23

31.4 22

645

79.3

49.2

73.4

107

'59

58'

33.3

64.7

72.7

57.0

35.2 19

14

33

128

126

22.2

55.6

65.8

69.5

47.4

62.5 5

71.4 90

60.0 9

71.7

92.3

92.5

72.0

64.6

68.6

109

36

49

85

42

48



TABLE 212

PERCENT .RESPONSE OF FILIES WITH DENTAL INSUitANCE
BY TOTAL, HALE. D FEMALE RESPONDENiS.

zort.

TOTAL
YES% NM

6.7 93.3

8.8 91.2

6.6 93.4

31.8 68.2

22,2 77.8

6.7 93.3

6.2 93.8

10.4 89.6

14.7 85.3

20.0 80.0

12.8 87.2

10.8 89.2

8.7 91.3

16.4 83.6

19.2 80.8

20.0 .80,0

9.0 91.0

11.1 88.9

10.2 89.2

1.9 98.1

3.4 94.9

: 1.1

11.4 88.6

19.8 80.2

MALE RESPONDENT
YES% N NOZ N

13.3 4

3.2 1

3.8 1

28.6 2

12.5 1

0 0

6.3 2

20.0. 9

14.3 3

30.0 3,

16.7 2

17.4 4

16.7 9

19.4 6

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

86.7

96.8

96.2

71.4

87.5

100.0

93.8

80.0

85.7

70.0

83.3

26

30

25

5

7

82.6

83 3

80.6

77.8

30

36

18

7

10

19

45

25

7

50.0 1

87.8 36

100.0 3

93.3 28

100.0 13

100.0 6

97.6 41

71.4 10

72.7

646
S

FEMALE RESPONDENT
YESZ N NO% N

5.2

7.7

6.2

8.5

14.8

11.1

11.1

9.5

6.8

15.6

10.9 17

2.6 1

3.8 2

11.2. 13

7.7 5

18.6 13

94.8 128

89.5 94

92.5 74

66.7 10

75.7 28

92.3 48

93 8 166

91.5 205

85.2 46

88.9 8,

88.9 24

90.5 105

93.2 218 ,

84.4 92

82.4 14

87.5 7

4.0 115

86.7 13MIMI
ritinfill
94.1 50

88.8. 103

92.3 60

81.4 57



ZONE I

TABLE 213

PERCENT .RESPONSE OF FAMILIES PARTICIPATING
IN FOOD STAMP FROMM_

BY TOTAL. MALE. AND FEMALE RtSPONDENIS.
BY ZONE

TOTAL
YES2 NOZ

67.1 32.9

50.0 50.0

58.5 41.5

31.8 68.2

36.5 63.5

64.4 35.6

62.3' 37.7

MALE RESPONDENT
YESZ N NOZ

26.3 73.7

30.0 70.0

53.8 46.2

55.4 44.6

60.6 39.4

44.7 54.6

39.3 60.7

50.0\ 50.0

59.9 40.1

33.3r 66.7

58.8 40.6

66.0 34.0

55.9 42.4

(,2.3 37.7

54.4 45.6

54.8 17 45.

20 42.

46.

71.

75.

3 62.

56.3 43.

53.8

28.6

25.0

37.5

22.7

14.3

10.0

41.7

54.2

50.9

29.0

10.0

50.0

68.3

66.7

73.3

57.1

50.0

68.3

28.6

45.5

s FEMALE RESPONDENT
YES2 N NOZ N

69.9 95 30.1 41

52.0 64

40.0 32

66. 0

77, 34

85.7 18

90 9

58. 7

45. 11

49.1 28

67.7 21

90. 9

sa. '1

31.7 13

33. 1

26.7 8

42. 6

50 3

31.7 13

73.4 .0

54. 6

30.9 17

44.4 4

59.3 16

55.7 64

62.9 151

55.6

40.7

49.1 54 50.9

55.6 10 44.4

50.0 4 50.0

57.3 75 42.7

26.7 4 73.3

56.1 88 43.3

69.2 27 30 8

56.6 30 415
603 73
60.0 39

64.3 45 35.7 25

40.0 26



zo:E

TABLE 214

PERCENT RESPONSE OF FAMILIES PARTICIPATING
IN MEDICARE PROGRAM

BY TOTAL.. MALE. AND FEMALE RESPONDENTS.
BY ZONE

TOTAL
YES% NO%

:18.0 62.0

40.5 X59.5

23.6 76.4

13.6 86.4

15 84.6

48.1 51.7

33.3 66.7

26.2 73.8

23.7 76.3

5.3 94.7

15.4 84.6

24.3 75.7

27.7 72.3

15.1 84.9

34.5 65.5

10.0 90.0

15.1 84.9

38.9 '61,1

17.7 82.3

15.1 84.9

20.3 79.7

13.9 86.1

10.1 89.9

21.0 79.0

MALE RESPONDENT
YES: N NO:'

76.2 16

100.0 9

100.0 12

83:3 20

68.4' 39

66.7 20

70.0 7

14.3 2

33,3 2

7.1 3

0 0

9.1 1

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

100.0 2

82.9. 34

66.7 2

86.7 26

85.7 12

66.7 4

92.9 39

100.0 14

90.9 10

618

FEMALE RESPONDENT
YES: N -140: N

58.5

77.5

86.7

81.8

51.9

66.9

7i.7

76.4

88.9

72

62

13

36

27

121

171

42

a

16.3

12.3

22.9

74.1

73.2

89.9

63.2

87.5

85 5

60.0

81.4

84.6

81:1

83.7

87.7

J6
175

98

12

7

2

5

127

33

43

103

57



12.2

33.3

6.9

14.3

33.3

4.8

9

4

9

0

0

ZONE

a BEST COPY AVAILABLE

TABLE.2.15

PERCENT RESPRIEffcailla TICIPATING

BY TOTAL. MALE. rya E R SPONDENTS.

TOTAL
YES% NO%

31.3 68.7

25.0 75.0

34.0 66.0

9.1 90.9

19.2 80.8

21.7 78.3

25.6 74.4

13.7 86.3

6.6 93.4

5.3 94.7

30.8 69.2

32.4 67.6

20.6 79.4

12.4 87.6

6.9 93.1

0 100.0

18.8 81.2

22.2 77.8

17.3 82.2

18.9 81.1

8.6 91.4

9.2 90.8

20.3 79.7

25.9 /4.1

MALE RESPONDENT
YES% N 'NO%

29.0

11.8

34.6

0

0

12.5

15.6

15.6

4.8

5

1

8.3

16.7

21.1

17.2

0

0

0

9.1

1

4

12

5

0

0

5

1

2

2

2

2

0

I

FEMALE RESPONDENT
YES% N NOI N

31.9 43

28.8 34

33.7 27

13.3 2

22.7 10

23.1 12

27.4 49

13.3 30

7.3 4

0 0

40.7 11

35.7 41

20.5 49

11.1 12

10.5 2

0 0

68.1 92

71.2 84

66.2 53

86.7 13

77.3 3.4

76.9 40

130

195

64.3 74

-79.5 190

88.9 96

89.5 17

100.0 7

20.9 27 790 42
20.0 3 80.0 12

19.2 30 80.1 125

20.5 8 79.5 31

5.8 3 94.2 49

10.7 13 89.3 108

24.6 16 75.4 4'9

28.6 20 71.4 50



ZONE

TABLE 216

PERCENT RESPONSE OF WgicifFAI COMENSAIION CLAIMS
BY TOTAL. HALE. AND ttNALE RLSPONutNIS.

BY ZONE

TOTAL
usr No:

11.4 88.6

12. 87.9

6.7 93.3

4.5 95.5

13.7 86.3

5.0 95.0

8.7 91.3

8.2 91.8

N.7 97.3

10.5 89.5

0.3 89.7

5.7 94.3

11.6 88.4

10.2 89.

14.6 85.4

38.9 61.1

8.6 90.9

7.8 92.2

13.6 86.4

7.4 92.6

5.1 94.9

13.6 86.4

MALE 'RESPONDENT
YEb% N0%

25.8 8

11.4 4

3.8 1

0 0

37.5 3

0 0

12.5 4

5.6

4.8

11.

8.3

16.7

17.5

74.1; 23

88.6 31

96.7 25

100.0 7

62.5 5

100.d a

87.5. 28

84.4 38

95.24, 20

BS.% 8

91.7, 11

83.3 20

82.S 47

96.6 2

70.0,

50.0c 1

732, 30

33.3 1

90.0k 27

92.9 13

83.3 5

92.7 38

92.9 13

9

26.8

66.7

10.0

7.1

16.7

3

1

11

2

3

1

1

7.3 3

7.1 1

18.2 2

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

FEMALE RESPONDENT
YES% N NO2 ti

121)
7.6

6./

9.3

5.8

8.0

6/7

1.9

11.1

11.1
3.4

10.2

12.0

c

15

6

1

4

3

14

15

1

1

3

92,4

93.3

90.'7

94.2

92.0

930

88.9

88.9

96.6

89.8

87.0

'14.7

75.0

73

14

39

49

162

ZO9

8

14

24

112

212

94

10.8

33.3

8.3

8.1

13.2

7.4

4.6

12.9

66.7

91.1

.91.9

86.8

92.6

95.4

87.1

10

143

34

46

11.3

62

61



61.5

60.0

66.7

59.3

54.3

38.0

44.0

47.4

62.5

29.0

2 NE s/

10

'11

12

13

14

15

19

20

21

22

23

25

30

31

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

TABLE 317,

110M M1%80E-He iiirONIHILIEC
BY TOTAL, MALE. OW& RESPONDE S

TOTAL
YES% No%

61.7 38.3

52.5 47.5

65.1 34.9

/2.7 27.3

44.2 55.8

36.7 63.3

69.8 30.2

35.4 64.6

36.8 63.2

21.1 78.9

38.5 61.5

44.3 55.7

61.2 38.8

54.7 45.3

44.8 55.2

30.0 70.0

68.6 31.4

33.3 66.7'

75.3 24.'

69.8 30.2

45.8 54.2

p74.4 25.6

A5.6 54.4

51.9 48.1

MALE RESPONDENT
YE$: N N0 N

45.2 14 54. 17

0.0 14 68. 4 2

57.7

57.1

62.5

25.0

71.9

20.0

28.6

0

33

37.5

57.9

50.0

30.0

0

61.0

66.7

75.9

42.

42.

37.

62.

42.1

50,

70.

16

33, 1

24.i 7

57.1 8

66. 4

651

FEMALE RESPONDENT
YES% N NO2 H

65.4 89

56.1 69

67.5 54

80.0 12

40.9 18

38.5 20

25

87

22

3

11

53

47

61

10

3

93

4

69.4

38.5

40.0

33.3

40.7

45.7

62.0

56.0

52.6

37.5

71.0

26.7

75.2

79.5

447.i

76.2

118

31

25

52.3 34

54.3 38

34.6 47

43.9 54

32. 2f,

20.0

59.!

61.5

30.6

73.3

24.2

20.5

52.8

47.7

45.7

3

26

32

55

139

'33

6

16

63

90

48

9

S

38

11

38

8

28-

29

31

32



ZONE #

TABLE 218

PERCENT RESPONSE OF FAN ,L ICS P TICI ING
IN THE WELF

BY TOTAL. "LE.
BY ZONE

ONDE
ZONE`

TOTAL
YES% NOZ

8.1 81.9

15.9 84.1

15.1 84.9

1 .6 86.4

7.7 92.3

15.0 , 85,0
4

20.9 1 79.1

10.0 90.0

3.9 f 96.1

0 '100.0

23.1 76.9

23.0 77.0

19..i 81.0

6.5 93.5

7.1 2.9

0 100.0

1.6 92.4

0 100.0

22.5 77.0

11.3 88.7

1.7 98.3

13.5 86.5

12.7 87.3

14.8 85.2

MALE RESPONDENT
YES% N0Z N

6.5 2 93.5

2 93.5

1%5 3- 88.5

0 0

0 0

9.4 3

2.2

16.7 4
f

21.1 12

10.3 3

0 0

4.9 '2

0 0

6.7 '2

7.1 1

0 0

11.9 5

0 0

27.3 3

78.9 45

89.7 26

100.0 10

100.0 2

95.1 39

100.(Y, 3

93.3 28

92.9' 13

100.0 6

88.1' 37

100.0, 14

72.7. 8

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

FEMALE RESPONDENT
YES% N NO% N

20.7 28 # 79.3 107

18.4 21 81.6 .93

16.2 13 83.7 67

20.0 3 80.0 12

90.9 40

2. 4

77.1 138

88.4 198

94.5 52

00.0 9

66.7 1 8 )

I 75.7 87 i

i 81 ..5 194

910 103 .

38.9 16

100.0 8

91.5 119

100.0 15

73.9 115

87.2 14

98.1 51

86.0 104

84.6 55

87.1 61



ZONE

'I
.4

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

TABLE 219!

PERCENT RESPONSE 3F FAMILIES PARTICIPATING
IN THE SIC PROGRAM

BY TOTAL. MALL. AN
BY ZONE

D FEMALE RESPONDENTS.

TOTAL
YES% NO2

30.6

20.8

21.7

13.5

26.7

19.7

7

9.2

5.3

28.2"

20.7

69.4

79.2

77.3

86.5

73.3

80.3

86.3

90.8

94.7

71.8

79.3

30.2

i4. 1

40.0

33.3

38.9

69.8

75.9

60.0

40.9

2(3.4

22.0

43.6

41.8

17.3

59.1

73.6

78.0

56.4

58.2

8:.7

MALE RESPONDENT
YESZ NOZ N

25.8 8

19.2 5

14.3

0

25.0

28.1

4.5

4.8

0

25.0

12.5

21.8

20.0

20.0

0

26.8

74.2

80.8

85.7

100.0

75.0

71.9

95.5

95.2

100.0

75.0

7.1 1

16.7 1

33.3 14

80.0

80..0

100.0

73.2

33.1

63.3

92.9

14.3 2 85.7 12

27.3 3 72.7

FEMALE RESPONDENT
YES% N NO% N

2A_z lh 7i..1 99

31.9 36 68

21.2 17

26.1 4

15.9 7

26.9 14

18.2 32

`15.5 35

10.9. 6

11.1 1

29.6. 8

22.4. 26

653

75.0 177

33.0 36 67 0 7
o

26.3 5 73.7 14

50.0: 4 50.0 4

35.4 46 64.6 84

33.3 5 66.7 10

41.7 65 58. yj

33.1 13 66.7 26

22.6 12 7714 41

47.14 57 52. 64

47.7 31 5213 34

815.1 11 84.3 59



NE

TABLE 220

""Eli Una&
BY TOTAL71-MALE. AND FEMALE

BY ZONE

TOTAL
YES % No%

50.9

13.7

1.7

50.0

58.3

0 2

49.1

26:3

58.3

50.0

41.7

59 8

.0 85.0

63.5

5.2

0.0 20.0

15.0

27.8

76.8

19.2

9.0

6.1

55.1

65.0

25.0

72.2

23.2

20.8

31.0

23.9

44.9

35.0

MALE RESPONDENT
YEs% No% N

AWATING
SPONDENTS.

80 0

57..1 4

25.0 2

56.3 18

J010 8

21.1 4

10.0 1

50.0 6

S2.4 11

50.9 28

41.4 12

44.4 4

50.0 1

75.0 10

0

73.3 22

57.1 8

50.0 3

73.2 30

38.5 5

54.5 6

90 0

50.0

47.6

49.1

58.6

55.6

50.0

25.0

100.0

26.7

42.9

50.0

26.8

61.5

45.5

10

27

17

5

10

3

8

6

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

FEMALE RESPONDENT
YES% N N0% N

51

71.4

39.0

54.5

58.7

'44.0

ip.9

11.1

40.7

53.3

66.5

71.7

36.8

87.5

75.0

33.3

77.5

87.2

54.1 73

524, 53

48./ 39

28.61 4

61.0 25

45.5 20

41.3 71

11

56.

155

59.3, 16

46.7,
33.5. 78

96

5'

117

34

28.8 15

22.9 27

41.1 23

33. 23



ZONE

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

lADLE 221

PERCENT RESPONSE OF FAMILIES NOT SEEKING
HEALTH CARE WHEN NEEDED

BY TOTAL, MALE. AND FEMALE RESPONDENTS,
BY ZONE

YES% NO%

24.6 75.2

20.3 78.9

13.0 87.0

3.6 86.4

17.2 i2.8

13.8 86.2

20.6 79.4

15.6 84.4

5.6 4.4

5.0 95.0

7.9 92.1

16.5 83.5

30.3 69.7

6.7 93.3

50.0 50.0

20.0 80.0

36.0 64.0

52.9 7.1

29.1 70.9

15.1 84.9

17.2 82.8

36.9 63.1

18.2 81.8

3.7 96.3

MALE RESPONDENT
'1E6% NO2

33.3 10

20.7 6

85.3 64

O 0

O 0

0

21.9

4.9

66.7 20

/9.3 23

92.0 23

100.0 7

100.1

100.0

78.1 25

95.1 39

10.( :P

9.1

18.2

29.6

3.3

90.5 19

9U.0 9

90.9 10

81.8' 18

70.4> 38

96.7 29

33.3 2

26.3 10

80.0

100.0

68.4

66.7

,u.7

100.0

66.7

73.7

0 0 100.0

O 0 100.0

FEHALE RES:0NDEN7
YES% N NO% N

2.8 29 77.2 98

Rq5

20.2 19 78.7 74

14.7
1 20.0

20.8

15.

20.4 34

17.6 39

4.0 2

0 0

7.4 2

16.2 17

30.5 67

8

182

4

5

83.8 88

t9.5 153

92.4 97

63. 36.4 4

25.0 2 75.0 6

37.5 42 62.5 70

57.1 8 42.9 6

30.3 44 69.7 101

20.5

15.4

40.8 42

21.9 14

4.3 3

79.5 31

64.6 44

59.2 61

78.1 50

95.7 67



TABLE 222

HEPAVVPITIPENLPFIRNIP h j4TYNgsS8r1GIIT
Y TO E S ONDENTS

ZON

2

2

7.7

11,8

46.2

70.6

3.3

4 - 3

20.0

66.7

50.0

64.3

23.1

5.9

0

20.0

23.1

11.8

66.7

40.0

16.7 16.7

MEM
11.1 SB.9

50.0

50.0

40.0

0

10.7

0

0

10.7

50.0

28.0

47.8 19.6

0

50.0
0

16.0

57.1

21.2

28.6 7.1

42. 42.9 0

0 100.0

41.4

14.3

0

20.7

22.

ummei
RIMEME

MIFINE

44.4

2.*

0

.UALL hESPUNDETN
2: 2
1 2 4

10.0 40.0 20.0 30.0

0 50.0 16.7 33.3

100.0 0 0

0 0

333

0

0

0

0

33.3

5.6

33.3

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

50.0

33.3

50.0

16.7

0

0

0

0

16.7

0

0

0

16.7

0

0

0

0

0

NEM
50.0 0

0 0 100.0

0

37.5

0

14.3

0

25.0

0

.3

0

9.1

0

100.

50.

72./

100

a

6.3

0

28.6

0

31.3

1000

42.9

0

0

9.

0

11,11111111111111111111

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

656

ULSPONULKT

3 4

2.9 47.1 29.4 20.6

10.0 45.0
0

25.0 20.0

13.3
41-

66.7 6.7 13.3

0 33.3 0 66.7

20.0 20.0.
c

20.0 40.01

0 66.7 16.7 16.7

10.0 52.5 22.5 15.0

14.8 63.0 11.1 11

14.3 85.7 0 0

0 0 0 100.0

0 33.3 66.7 0

10.5 36.8 31.6 21.1

5.4 51.4 17.6 25.7

8.3 58.3 25.0 8.3

50.0 50.0 0 0

0 0 100.0 0

14.3 47.6 21.4 16.7

25.0 .12.5 25.0 37.5

11.1 31.1 24.4 31.1

10.0: 50.0 0 40.0

0 37.5 62.5 0

17.8 46.7 20.0 15.6

6.7 53.3 13.3 26.7

20.0 20.0. 20.0 40.0



ZONE

r.

TABLE 223

PERCENPRESPONSE OF SPECIAL- HEALTH CARE NEEDS
PRESENTLY NOT BEING MET IN FAMILY

BY TOTAL. E. AND FEMALE RESPONDENTS.
BY ZO4E

TOTAL
YES% NOZ

28.0 72.0

26.6 73.4

33.7 66.3

19.2 81.8

12.9 87.1

13.3 86.7

29.4 70.6

18.7' 81.3

12.7 87.3

0 100.0

7.9 92.1

16.7 83.3

32.2 6?.4

12.1 87.9

47.1 52.9

10.0 90.0

27.5 72

0 100.0

29.9 70.1

30.2 69.8

3.4 96.6

43.8 56.3

17.1 82.9

12.3 87.7

MALE RESPONDENT
_YES% N NOZ

16.7

22.6

30.8

14.3

0 0

0 0

25.8

11.4

0.0

0

8.3

9.0

8

5

32.7

6.7

0

0

15.6

0

17

2

0

0

0

EMMENMIME
0 0

40.0 14

8.3 I

0

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

83: 25

77. 24

69. 18

85. 6

00. 5

100.E 8

74. 23

88.. 39

90 18

100. 10

91. .11

81.' 17

67. 35

93. 28

100.

100.

84.4

100.'

73.

5/.1

100. 6

60. 21

91. 11

100 11

656 A

FEMALE RESPONDENT
YES% N NOZ N

30.7 3 6.9.3 88

27.8 27 72.2 70

65.4 51

80.0 12

15.4 84.6 22

15.4 84.6 44

30.1 69.9 114

79.8 178

86.3, 44

00.0 8

7.7

16.2

32.1

24

88

143

14 86.3 88

8 33.3 4

1 87.5 7

34 69.1 76

0 140.6 .14

44 69.4 100

25.6 i0 74.4' 29

3.8 2. 96.2 50

45.0 49 55.0 60

18.8 12 81.3 52

14.3 10 85.7 60

13.7

66.7

12.5

30.9

0

30.6



PERCENT

BY

ZONE f

TABLE 224

ighe OF
ONDENT.

TOTAL FEMALE RESPONDENT
2

2
A

1 2 3 4

75.0i100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

O IOQ.O 100.0 100.0 100.0

130.0, 100.0 100.0 100.0

0

0

0

100.0 0

0 0

0

50.0 100.0

100.0 100.0

0 0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

0 0 0

0 0

100.0

100.0

00.0
0 0

66.7 100.0
O 0

60.0 100.0

O 100.0

100.0 100.0

81.0, 71.4

o 100.0

100.0 1.00.0

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

0

100.0

300.0

83.3

100.0

100.0
0

100.0

100.0

100.0

80.0

100.0

0

100.0

100.0 100.0

100.0 100.0

100.0 100.0

100.0 100.0

100.0,100.0

0

100.01' 0

100.0

100.04100.0

100.01100.0

90.9 75.0

100.0 10041

100.0 0

100.0.100.0

88.9 100.0

100.0 100.0

100.0
4

0

92.9.100.0

100.0 100.0

100.0 100.4



TABLE 225

PERCENT RESPONSE OF THE LW OF EIRST-AID
ITEMS AVAILABLE IN iHE HOML

BY FEMALE R
ZESPONDENT.BY ONE

ZONE L'

TOTAL FEMALE RESFONDENT

1 2 3
2. 2

100.1 J00.0 00.0 100.0 98.7

100. 100.0 00.0 100,0 100.0

100. 100.0 $1 00 100.0

100. 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
100. 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

100. 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

100.0 100.0 100.0 98.3 99.1

100. 100.0 100.0 100.0 99.1

100. 100.0 100.0 100.0
100. 100.0 100.0 100.0 5001

100. 100.0 100.0 100.0 1011.0

100. 100.0 100.0 98.8 92.2"

100. 100.0 100.0 100.0 98.8

100. 100.0 100.0 100.0 98.4

100. 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

100.0 10(1.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

100. 100.0 100.0 100A 100.0

100. 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

100. 100.0 99.2 98.9

0 100.0 100.0

100.0 001 0 190.9 100.0 100.0

t8.8

100.0

99. .00.0 100.0 100.0

100.0 00.0 100.0 100.0

100.0 chn 100.0 100.0

B. 8

*3

BEST COPY AVAILABIF



TABLE 226 4

PERCENT RESPONSE OF SELF TREATMENT DE ILLNESSES AT HOME
BY TOTAL ?AL. AND

20
FE E RESPONDENTS,

BY

9.1

0

18.3 70.0

9.5

16.5

5.0

91.8

95.0 0

68.4 min
1mm

mm
7.6

15.9

0.3

20.0

11.0

8.9

70.0

6.9

10.0

5.6

51.9

.8

82.2

64.1

NE111111111

141.E REsechterr

88.2, 5.9

64.04 4.0

100.0. 0

100.0 0

62.5 12.5

67.9 7.

6.2 7.

5.0 5.0

0 1000 0

6.7 83.3 0

26.1 65.2 8.7

73.2, 8.9

83.3 3.3

70.0, 10.0

50.0 50.0

65.9 2.4

100.0 0

56.7 13.3

MNAUEMERVINUM
%

YS SaLlIVES

17.4 7S-

5.8 87.6

38.7 42.5

13.3

2.4 97.6

17.3 71.2

23.1 67.1

16.5 71,1

5.7 90.6

11.1 88.9

15.4

15.9 72.6

25.8 65.3

16.7 71.3

5.3,, 89.5

25.0 75.0

18.6 73.6

6.7 93.3

18.8

13.3

0

11.5

9.8

11.9

3.8

0

23.1

11.5

8.9

12.0

5.3

0

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

7.4

35.4

2.9

81/.3 8.3
61.5 3.1

88.6 8.6

655



ZONE 0

9

I0

II
12

13

14

15

44'

TABLE 227

PERCENT RESPONSE Of UTILIZATION OF HOME REMEDIES
FOR TREATING FAMILY MEMBERS

BY TOTAL. MALE. AND FEMALE RESPONDENTS.
BY ZONE

TOTAL
YEs% NO%

MALE RESPONDENT
YES%

79.3 23 20.7

25.0

23.1

14.3

N

6

6.0 17

44,1 15

25.0 5

30.0 3

54.5 6

58.3 14

80.4 45

48.3 14

50.0 S

25.0

37.0

55.9

75.0

70.0

45.5

37.5

19.6

51.7

50.0

50.0

PY

33.3

36.763.3 19

69.2 9 308 4

66.7 4 33.3 2

46.7 28 33.3 14

6i2 9 30.8 4

18.2 2

660

FEMALE RESPONDENT
YES% N 802 N

69.4 93

71.2 84

70.0# 56

93.3 14

83.7; 36

57.7i 30

71.6121

62.5 130

sie 27

44.4 4

47.8: 11

65.21 75

80.5 182

61.5 67

84.2 16

75.0 6

73.1 95

55.6

52.2

33.9

19.0

37.6

15.8

53.3

67.9 106

78.9' 30

44.2 23

_72.0 85

55.8

28.0

58.7 37 41. 26

60.0 42 40.0 2'



.TABLE 228

P_ERCE_NIIESPONSE OF 'THE LIST OF SOURCES
FROM WHEN OR WHERE _HOME REMEDIE$ WERE LEARNED

BY FEMALE RESPONDENT,
AY ZONE

ZONE #

TOTAL FEMALE RESFOUDNET

3 4 5
2
6

2
71

9?.

100.

100.

inn_ 100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

J00.0

J00.0

0

00;0
100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.
100.

100.0

100.0

100.0

85.7

100.0

100.0

99.4

96.

100.

100.

100.

96.2

97.6

100.0

100.'

100.0

0 0

00.0 100.0

0

100.0 100.0 100.0

'0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0 100.0

0 0

100.0

100.0

0

100.0

100.

100.

96.

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

0

100.0 100..0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

'00.0

BEST COPY AVAILAB

661

A'



BEST COPY AVAILABLE

TABLE 229

OR CONDITION to
PERCENT icriolipiEncnili

Y F KESPONDENT.
ItINEREIRN

BY ZONE

2 2
TOTAL FEMALE RESPOMONET

2 2 2 2
4 5 6 7

2
8

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 1 0.0 1 0

100.0!100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 100.0 100.0 100 0 00.0

100.0 100.0 100 0 0 100.0 100. 100.0 100.0 100.0 0

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

100.0 100.0 100.0 0 100.0 1.t.i 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.' 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 100.0 100.0 95.5 66.7

100.0 100.0'100.0 100.0 100.0 100.' 100.0 100.E 100.0 50 0

100.0 100.0 100.0 0 100.0 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 50..

100.0 mho 100.0 100.0 100.0 0 0 0 100.0

100.0 100 0 0 0 100.0 100. 100.0 100.0 100.0

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. , 100.' 100.0 100:1 81.8

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 100.' 1004 100.0 '75.0

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 100. 100.0 ;00.0 100.0

100.0 100.0 100.0 0 100.0 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 0

100.0 100.0 100.0 0 100.0 100. 100.''100.0 100.0 100.0

100.0 100.0 100.0 0 100.0 100, 100. 100.0 100.0 0

100.0 98.4 100.0 100.0 00.0 100. 100. 100.0 100.0 60.0

100.0 100-0-100.0 0 10 . 100.1 0 100.0 100.0 100.0

100.0 100. 100.0 100.0 100.b 100. 100. 100.0 100.0 100.0

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 50. 100.0 100.0 80.0

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. .100. 100. 100-.- 00:8

011.0 100.0 100.0 100.0. 100.0. 00.1 100.4 100.0 100.0 100.0
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TABLE 231

OF CHILDREN'S PLACE OF BIRTH
E. AND FEMALE RESPONBENTS.

BY ZONE

PERCENT RESPONSC
BY TOTAL. MAL

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

1WAL

3.4

HALL RESPOWLNT
2 2 2
1 2 3 4

0 100.0

0 100.0

3.7 77.8

8.6 2.9

86.7

2.5 87.5

0 0

18.5 0

5.7 2.9

6.7 0

FLHALE HESPONUENT

1 3 4

18.8 65.8 14.5 00.9

16.5 66.0 16.5 1.0

8.1 13.5 0

0 92.3 7.7 0

15.0 65.0 17.5 2.5

8.3 83.3 8.3 0

11.8 69.8 17.2:

7.4 76.4 12.8 3.0

8.7 78.3 13.0

0 100.0 0 0

8.3 70.8 16.7 4.2

9.8 74.5 14.7 1.0

16.7 67.8 14.5 00.9

13.6 60.2 24.3 1.0

6.3 68.8 25.0 0

12.5 50.0

,

25.0 12.5

12.1 66.1 20.2 00.8

23.1 61.5 15.4 0

10.3 65.5 23.4 00.7

7.9 65. 26.3. 0

5.9 74.5 19.6 0

9.9 59.5 28.8 1.8

6.8 81.4 11.9 0

82,1 14.9 0
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TABLE 233

PERCENT RESPONSE OF FAMILY'S OF
AVAILABLE SERMES rem L Ai gyp)

BY OTAL. MALE. fitiDA
BEST COPY AVAILABLE

ZONE L
TOTAL

YESZ NO

i5.8 21.7

81.3 18.0

69.8 29.2

90.5 9.5

85.7 12.2

62.7 37.3

78.2 20.7

77.5 20.8

87.3 12.7

100.0 0

78.1 21.9

75,6 0.0
81.0 17.6

89.7 10.3

87.5 12.5

90.0 10.0

88.6 10.8

72.2 27.8

84.2 14.7

76.5 21.6

80.7 19.3

82.-. 16.5

82.1

81.0 19.0

SALE RESPONDENT
YES% N NO%

65.5 19 34.5 10

88.E 24 11.1 3

61.5 16 38.5= 10

86.2

60..

94.4

100.,
0 44.4

66.

800
76.

100.,

100.

69.

66.

75.

80,

25

20

17,

10

4

62.5 5

13.8 4

3.3

5.6 1

0 0

55.6 5

33.3 7

20.0 10

24.0 6

81.1 30 18.9 7

87. 7 12.5 1

66. 6 33.3

667

FEMALE RESPONDENT
YES% N NOZ N
...----r--------o

78.1 .100

79.2, 80

72.5 58
.

93.3 14
.:,

83.3. /35

66.7 34

76.8 .126

80.2, 166

84.90---,.....--.
45

8100.0

'91.3 21

77.4 82

81.2 186'

9.3194----.
82.4

i
14

...

87.5' 7

94.5 121

73.3 11

85.8 133

76.9
,......---..--..---,

30

4280.8

82.6 100

81.4 48

82.9" 58



ZONE It

4

15

19

20

21

22

23

25

28

30

31

fr

TABLE 34

PERCENT RESPONSE OE UTILIZATION OF
FAMILY PLANNJNG StRVICES

BY TOTAL. MALE.
BY
AND

ZON
FEMALE RESPONDENTS.

E

28.

31.5

25.7

424,9

37.5

26.7

33.0

68.5

74.3

57..2

62.5

73.3

67.0

73.5

42.1

$.7.5

38.0

36.9

42.1

29.2

40.0

43.7

27.8

45.1

39.2

71.8

57.9

62.5

62.0

63.1

57.9-

10.8

56.3

/2.2

.54.9

60.8

33.3 66.7

48.4 50.9

42.4 57.6

4.0.5 59.5

HALE RESPONDENT
YES% NO%

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

82.8 24

81.5 22

76.9 20

-66:7 ,4

57.1

87.5 7

53.6 15

78.1 25

77.8 14

50.0 5

88.9 8

61.9 .13

58.0 29

84;0 21

42.9

100.0 2 ,

71.8 28

66. 2

64.3 18

75.0 9

80.0 4

54.1 20

71.' 5

88.9 8,

668

4

FEMALE 'RESPONDENT
YES% N N0%

30.7, 39 68..5

65'0

87

. 653

26.6 21g 73.4 58

'46.7 7 53.3 8
.

36.6 15 63.4
A

'28.8 15 71.2

30.7 50 69.3 113'

27.2. 56 72.8 150

30.2 16 69.8 . 37

25.0 .2 75.0 6

47.8 11 '52.2 12

38,0,, 4.1 62.0 67

35.8 82, 64. 147

48.5 49 51.5 52

17.6
4

3 82.4 14

sp.° 111 4 50.0 4

48.4 62 51.6 66

26.74 4

72

73.3 1

46.8 53.2 82

43.6j 17 56.4 22

34.6 18 65.4 34

49.2 60 50.0 61

44.1 26 55.9 33

44.3 31
JP-

55.7 39

a



ZONE I

TABLE 235

PERCENT RWMUFAIRTAANICIPATING
BY TOTAL, RXLE, ANUTERALE Kt§PONBENTS,

BY ZONE-

TE3TA1. MALE RESPONDENT
ESZ t10%. YES% NO% N

25.8 74.2

38.5 61.5

10.4 89.6

4/.9 57.1

19.6 80.4

5.0 95.0

8.5 71.5

20.9 79.1

12.9 87.1

5.1 94.7.

23.3 76,7

18.4 81.6

30.7 69.3

37.9 62.1

16.7 83.3

40.0 60.0

24.8 75.2

5.6 94.4

29.1 '70.9

10.0 90.0

19.3 80.7

24.S 74.2

36.9 63.1

29.1 70.9

28.6 g 4 20

18.5 5 81.5 , 22

3.8 1 96.2 25,

33.2 2 66.7 4

14.3
,

1 85.7 -6

12.5

_

1 87.5 7

25.0 7 75.0 21

10.0 3 ';0.0 '27

11.1 2
488.9

16

0 0 108.0 ID.

12.5 < 1 ' 87.5 7

15.0 3 S5.0 17.

30.4 14 69.6. 32

8.0 2 92.0 ' 23

28.6 2 71.4 5

50.0 I

A

50.0 1

35.1 13 64:9 24

0 0 100.0 3

18.5 5 81.5 22

18.2 2 81.8

80.0

: 9

420.0 I

33.3 u12 66.7 24

28.6 2 71.4 5

22.2 2 77.8 7

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

FaiLE RESPONDENT
YES% N N0Z N

25.2 31 :

44.2 42 55.8 53

12.5 10 87.5

MI11119111

70

4§T7 7

20.54 & 79.5 31

3.8 ' 2 96.i 50

29.1 46 70.9 112

22.4
16,

46 77.6 159

13.5 7 86.5 45,

80 0, 100.0

27.3 6

Alm

72.7 16

19.0 20 81.0 85

30.8 68 69.2 153

45.5 45 '54.5 54

11.8 2 86.k 15

37.5 3 62.5 '5

21:9 28 78.1 100

6.7 1 93.3 14

31.0 45 69.0 100
1

.7 3 92.3 36

19.2 10 80.8 42

22.0 27 .76.4 94

37.9 22 62.1._ 36

30.0 21 70:0 49
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BEST COPY AVAILABLE

J

Zr

(

TA11.237

PERCENT RESPONSOF o HE LIST
OF PROBLEMS

0 ,FE ESPONDENT.
-

MALE
BY ONE .

7

yliTAL FEM LE kgSPONDNET
2

V

IR . .

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 200.0 100.0 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.

100.0 +'100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 0 100.0 100.0 100.0

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 190.0 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100..0 100.0

100'.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 0 100.0 0 10d.0 0 t1

93.3`100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 0 '0 100.0 100.0

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.q > 100.0 0 1.00.0 100.0 100.0

Ica.° 100:5 100.0 100.0 100.0 a 100.0 100.0 100.0 96.2 100.0

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 0 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

1.00.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 0 0 100.0 100.0 100.0

0 0 P Q 0 100.0 0 100.0 0 0 0, 0

0 0 100.0 100.0 0 0 0 100.0 100.0 101.0 100.0

100.0 100.0 100.0'100.0 100%0 0 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 0 100.0 0 100.0 100.0 100.0

100.0'100.0 100.0 100.3 100.0 0 3 0 100.0 100.0 100.0

0 0 100.0 100.0 0 0 .0. 100.0 10b.0 100.0 100.0

100:0 100.0 100.0 100.0 94:7 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

'00.0 100.0 100.0 0 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

100.0 ;'0.0 100.0 100. RfflEIRIIIIITJEM 8* .

10(00 130.0 100.0 100.0 0.0 a 00.0 00 o a

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 0 0 100.0 0 100.0 100.0

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 100.0.100.0 100.0

90.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 '100.0 0

100.0 100.0 100.0'10040 100.0 100.0 100.0 a a 100.0 100.0



LABLE 238

PERCENT REVO OF fa
TflikPRTlirmiSE3 &

E ZONE

i0TAL
2 2 2

1 2r 3
2

52 2 14.3 6.2 " 3 7 11.2' 1.9
60.8 10.8_ 4;4 16.5 5.1 2.5

64 0.6 0 1 3 0 6

10 ..0 11111111111111 0 0 0rill
ri§111MIWIEMI111011
119111111M
75.6

011111111111111
VII!

0

5.0

2.0

3 4

1.1m

0

Mr1

14.0

'5.2

MUM
3.0

0

2.6

1111 0
5. 0Fr

67.2

15.4WE 0 0 0

21.9 00.7 8.0 1.5 00.7

j1.9 10.5 1.4 8%8 6.1 1.4

80.0 7.9 2.9 0.6 0 00.7

78.6 10.7 0 10.7 0 0

90,0 10.0 0 0 0

82.5 1.6 6.4 1.8 00.b'

83,3 0 . 0 16.7 0 \ 0

80.3 3.8 2.2 9.8 2.2 1.6

80 6 WEI 0 In 1.9 1.9

82;8 12.1 3.4 1.7 0 0

74.4 6.7 4.3 14.0 0 0.6

1.275.0 15.0 3.7 5.0 0

33.7 2. 2.5 8.8 1.2 1.2

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

MALE RESPONDENT.
2 2 2 2
2 3 4

2

TilisC.ARE

NM 6.9 3.4

5.9M
0

11231110511110

mown 5.970.6

rfilitti
100.0 0.

00.0 0 0 nu 0

75.0

11211111211101111.11
93.2

0

am
Ito 12.5

111111

0 0

0

0

EC 0 arm 0. 0

1.0.0
111210111111

Ifill
1111011111111111111111111171
Iffin

13.0

0.0

.
0

0

0 0 0 ,,

0

0

0

MO0

6.7

0

0

100.0 0 0 0

100.0 0 0 0 0 0

e90.0 0 0 11/11 Nil
0100.0

IiiIi
0 0 0 0

0 11211111 0
76.9 MEI 0 1111111111 0Merl"

IMENIIIIMIBIll
ENIIIIIIIEWI
90.9

0 0

0

0 0

0 0

c

Erffi 0 ... 0 0

672

2
1

IN,

FlikraEsPONDENI
e2 2

2 3 4 5
2
6

46.2

IMMO
FRI

11111N1011

9.0

4-0 11013110131171
Inte

12 9 NMI

9f000

.0 0 0

93.0 0 'MD 0 0
Oft 29.4 En 13.6. Ma 0
ritirtIlill 15.9 IMMO
11711031110111111111ZINTI
rifill111/21111221111ES 0
EZIES.1 0 0

70 WINO 0 0 ' 0
64.0 EMI 009 ff131113 0

rwirnowin 10.5 11N111111
17111111111131111.1 0 06.9MEC Ea 0 0
111111110 ..0 0. 0

80.2 9.9 11111111111N1 0
80.0 0 .0 20.0 0 0.

STIOITIIINI 11.0 1.9 Ea
11711111112

rimarostinariannierion
0.

rn
11111113111213

0 0
0 00.8

MOO 3.0 KM rill
IITIFIrgillin 10.1 IMINIEN,
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TABLE ?39

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

*

FPERCENT RESPONSE AVERAGE, TIME TAKEN TO REACH
THE LOCATION OF HEALTH FACILITY

BY TOTAL, MALE. AND FEMALE RESPONDENTS, .

BY-ZONE

a

" , TOTAL
2 2 2
1 2

470 28.3 10.8

6

A

HALE RER112NDLUT

2 -2 ' x.
4 2 3 4

4.2 64.5 22.6 6.5 6.51

SWIM
rir mmm

85.0

S2.I

67.6

62.8

59.3

18.0

'29.7

31.4

5.1

7.9

27.6

7.2

2.4

1.4

6g.6 11.4 8.6 11.4 I

2 0.8 a 0

75:0

71.4

68.8

.42

25.0

14;3

a 0

0

0

25.0 6.3

9Q:9, 6.8

90.5 4.8

90.0 10.0

83.3 16.7

78.3 13.0

'66.1,

80.0 16.7

40.0. 20.0

23
4-

4.3

0

a

0

0 0

8.. 7 0

1.8 0

0 3.3'

30.0 10.0

a

66.1 33. 0

-4

83.3

.4 0

16.7

71_.4. 14.

FIZALE ICES 1".iNika.

2 2 2 Z
1 2 3 4

54.1 29.6 11.9- 3.7

60.5 16.9 5.6 16.9

56.3 31.3 10.0 2.5

60.0 40.0 0 0

45.5 20.5 ..20.5 13.6

62.7 13.7 21.6 2.0

58.0 s 28.2 9.4 4.4

71 20.9 5.8 1.8

82.1 8.9 7.1 1.8

88.9 11.1 0

81.5' 19.5 0 0

65.5 19.0 6.9 8.6

62.1 29.2 5.8 2.9

53.61 35.5 10.0 00.9

m47.4 15.8: 26.3 10.5

12.5 75.0 12.5 0

40.0 24.6 19.2 16.2

40.0 46.7 3:3 0

30.1 26.3 21.2 22.4

61.5 .33. '2. 2.6

0. 65.4 30.8 3.8

252' 1 . 15. 25.2

L, 46.3 38:8 6.0 9.0

11.3 29.6, 84_3 4048
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TABCE 240
.,/

PERCENT REStONSE.OF MEDICAL BITS MADE IN MEXICO
BY TOTAL. MALE,_ANDT E RESPONDENTS,

BY ZO

ONE

urr41.
% % %

NUM SICTiMS

2 6
711

17.0
18.0
10.3
30.0
24.0
5.6

20.7

15.0
2 6
274
28T5

34.5

40.0
33.3
55.6
52.7

85A
8

6510

4.1
47.5
58

30.

11111111,1
16.5

1.1.2

3.7

26.6
34.0
56.9

46;3 37.2
20.0 6.8
25.6

BEST COWAVAILABLE

70.7

x

14%1E AESEU'LLIT
%

1:11.NAYS 9311714S

j1,4,
3.8 15.4

28,6'

5725t0 9

31.3

3

0

0 20.0
8.3,_ 33.3
8.3. 34%3

12.7 36.4

6.7 "L 33.3

20.0 qt).0

50.0 sc).0

17.r 43.9
0 66.7

80.0
58.3
58 3
50.9
60.0

70.0
0

39.0
33.3

23.3

35.7
66.7

6 7 50.0
, 1413 50.0

0 33

14c6 53.7
21.4' .7.1

9.

FEMALE

% 5-
ALIANS MOMS NMI

6.5 26.8 66.7
1 0 25.0 60 0
0 0 40.0- 40.0
6,8 27.3 65.9

9.4 32. 58,3

3.6 26.8,.69.6
:

0 8

6.9. 26.7 66.4
18.0 27.-2 54.8
21.1 14.9, 44.0

5.3 42.1 52 6
25.0 31.5 37.5
26.2 30.0 43.8
6.7 53.3 40,0

19.54 53.2' 27.3
25.6 41.0, 33.3

3.8 40.4 55.8
I 1 43.9 39.0
9.1 22.7 68.2
2.8 23.9, 73.2



TABLE

/PERCENT _RESPONSE OF DVTAL VISITS MADE
BY iOTAL. MALE. D FE E RESPONDENTS.g

li ZO
°

BEST COPY AVAILRBLF

59.9

59i7
68.6

31.8

66.0

6843

50.9

MAU REStrlielT FINALE RESPCNCtX

solk

10.3

7.3

2

20.

9.5

63.2

61.3

0 0

6

2.6 23.1

8.6 26.4

1 ..5 31.6

0

20.7

22.6

0

13.6

0

37.5' 50.0

119.1 38.2

26..7

37.7

28.2

32.7

41.0

24.2

35.2

2041

28.2

0

13.1

16:7

1.4

12

42.7

73:

41.2

43,6

6.7.3

45.9

59.1

63.4



TANI 242

PERCENT RESEONSE OF PREScRIBED MEDICATION
PURCHASED IN REXICO

BY TOTAL. ILE, AND
ZFON

RESPONDENTS.
BIT

E

ISLE usalvair
% % %

NEM ' AMIAYS &maws Nau

28.6 '62.9

24.0

57.1

12.5

12.5

76.0

114.3

87.5

75.0

81.0

2.6

5.7

14.8

15.1

7.1

30.0

16.3

10.0
33.3

20.0

66.7

64.9

60.0

70.0

41.5

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

niali =maw
t Otv LAP.

INMEWWW1
6.5(

11.2

13.3 66.7'
4.8
9.6

10.6

6.0
3.6
0

31.0
13.5

'28.5

26.2

21.4

211.0

64.3
76.9

'60.9

65 8

75.0

3.7

6.9

15.4

17.4

5.6

25.0

11.1

18.5

28.4

26.2

32.1

33.3
50.0
45.0

88.

77.8

64.7

58.3
50.5

61.1

25.0

37.4

O.

)31I 46.7

13.0

lq.6
4.2

48.8

*Ls

31.0

38.2

59.1

64.8



I
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REST COPY AVAILABLE

TABLE 243

BY MA.. B IrSP011
B ZO

iurti.
mys WWI WV

1,2. 6.0 92.8

4" *immti

nTh

92.5

95.7

88.9

100.0

91.2

6.7 90,0
7.1 '85.7

0



TABLE 244

PERCENT REspIshEznitifx

BY TOTAL. MALE.' AND
BY ZONE

MALLS UV-Set:NW*
. 2 2 2 2

1 2 4

TuTAL
.

2

TION SOUGHT

oN NTS4.

FLHALL ligspoum
2 2' 2 2

2 3, 4

5.1

12.0 0 0

_17.8

66.7

75:0

82.5

11,1

33.3

16.7

17.5

13.8

11.1

00.0

11.1

0

8.3

0

56.7

71.4

100.0

43.3

28.6

0

37.5

78.1

73.3

69.9

69.2

82.0

82.1

86.6

21.1

26.7

28.1

30.8

18.0

17.9

11.9

BEST COPY AVAiLABLE

1.9 9.1 9.1

673



vs,

BEST COPY MI

ZONE #

TABLE 245

PERCENT RESPONSE OF THE LIST OF REASONS
FOR SELECTOG MATAMOROS OR MEXICO 4

'WHEN SEEKING HEALTH CARE
BY FEMALE RESPONDENT.

BY ZONE

TOTAL FEMALE RESPONDENT

100.0
100.0

100.'0 30.0
100.0 00.0

100.0
100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0 100.0

100.0 100.0

100.0 00.0

100.0`100.0

100.0 100.0

100.0 1'00.0 100.0

100.0
75.0

88.9

80.0

0'

0

100.0

0

100.0

100.0

100. 00.0

100.0 100.0

100.0 100.0

0 100.0

100.0'100.0

100.0`10.0
100.0 0

0

'0 0

0

00 0 0 0 0 00.0

100.0'

100.0
100.0

0

0

100.

160.0

100.0
100.0

0

04.0 00.0 100.0 00.0
100,k100.0

100.0 100.0

100.0 0

100.0 100.0

100.0 100.0

100.0,

100.0 100.0

100.0 100.

100.0

0

0

00.0
011:0

0

100.
100.0
00.0

100.0 100.0

100.0100.0

1017.0 100.0

O 100.4

100.0 100.0

O ' 0

O 100.0

O 100.0

0

0

0.0
100.0
100.0
100.0

0

75.0
60.0

30.

0

a'
100:0
100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

0

100.0

100.0

0

100.0

80.

75.

91.

100.

1001.

75

0

83.
100.

0

83.3
100.0 100.0 100

100. 100.0 100.0 00.0)00.0 ,0

.679.

ar.



ZONF.

I

3

4

5

6

7

9

0

12

13

14

15

19

20

21

22

23

25

8

30

31

TABLE 246

!RUNT RESPONSE OF FAILURE TO RE PRESCRIBED MgDICATON
BY TOTAL. MALE. AND FE E RESPONDENTS.

BY AIN

TOTAL
YES% NOZ

.6.6 93.4

7.2 92.8,

20.4 79-.(

9.5 90.5
4

14.8 77.8

3.4 96.6

8.1 91.9

4.9 95.1

2.8 97.2

5.0 95.0

8.1 91

5.6 94.4

11.0 89.0

3.0 97.0

0 100.0

0 100.0

9.9 90.

5.9 94.1

4.1 95.9

18.9 .81.1

5.5 94.5
10.3 88.8

2.6 .97.4

6.4 93.6

. MALE RESPONDENT
YEh% N0%

3.8 96.2 25

3.8 1 96.E 25
20.0 5 80 20

100. 7

16.7 1 83.

10.0

8.3

4:8

8.0

3.6

1 90.0

1 ,91.7

I 95.2

4 92.0

96.4

100.0

3 0 100.0 1

5.3 2 94.7

0 0 100.0

0 0 100.0

4.3 2 85.7

0 0 100.0

5.9 2 91.2

7.7 1 92.3

9.1 1 90.19

9

11

20

46

27

4

BEST COPY WHALE

36

3

29

12

6

31

12

le

6S0

FEULE^RESPONDENT
YES% N NO% N

92.8

.91;8

79.5

85.7

76.2

96.1

92.2
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a.

a

4 4

us*

4

4

I 4 I 4 I I

)

4.8 4,

4

ii I

I

1111 4 I 4

4

4

$ 14

4

1

4

4

4, .

:

4

4

4

f

I

4

4 3

1

4

4

I

4

4

a

1

1

I4

4

$

4

4

41.,

0

4 I

It1

4 1

11 4

# 4
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4

&
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11 1 4 8 4 4 4 I 1
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I ..
b

4 4

1

4

4

t

i

1 1

1

*1

1 1 t

4

4 0

1 I

I 4 4 t t.

4 4 1 4

I 4 4 4 1 0

1 I 1 0 1

I * 4 4 I 4 i



20Nr

15

9

20

2

2

23

25

2

TABLE 249

PERCENT RESPONSE. OF WHERE TO SEND SOMEONE SEEKING
HELP FOR BEHAVIORAL PROBLEMS

BY FEMALE RESPONDENT.
If ZONE

TOTAL FEMALE aSPONDNET
2 2
2 7

2 2 2

_1410,0 10040 100. 100.0 100.0 100,0 100.0

_

100.0 100.0

._

100, ..

. is 100.0 00.0 0 .1 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0'100.0

0 is a 00.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.10 100.0 '00.0

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

.-
100.0 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 1(0.0

100.0 100.0 100.0`100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

100.0 100.0 100. 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

100. 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0'100.0

100. 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 0 100.0 0 100.0

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 100.0 100.0 100.0'100.0

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.3 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0'100.0 100.0 100.0 100.' 100.0 100.0 100.0

96.9 98.2 95.7 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

100. 100.0 100.0 1011.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100A 100.0 100.0 100.0

100. 80.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 10 .0 100.0 0 100.0

100.0 100.0 100..0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

100.0 100.0 100.0 {00.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

100.0 100.07100.0 100.0 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0'100.0

100. 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 10Q.0'100.0 10''.0 100.0 160.0 100.0 100.0 -

100.1 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0:4 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

100. 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100 .1 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

100. 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.01's:0.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

BEST COPY MILABLE
683



TABLE 249 (COT.)

PERCENT RESFOR$E OF WHERE TO SUP SO ONE SEEKING
hELr FOR BuiAvIORAL pft0

BY FEMALE RESPONDENT,
BY LONE

12 13

TOTAL FEMALE RESPONDENT
2 2 2 2
14 15 16 17 18

2
19 20 -21

2
22

100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0
10

100.0

100.0

ioo. o

lob.o
100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

ffit191* 1111111N11114 VIM*s .11,41191.

100.0
100.0

0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0
100.0
100.0
1e0.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0
100.0

160.0

100.0
100 0
100.0
100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0

100.0
10 .0

1 +0.0

100.0

100.0

98.3
100.0
100.0
100.0
L00.0
100,0

100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0 100.0

100.0 100.0

100.0 100.0

100.0
100.0
100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0 100.0

100.0 100.0

100.0
100.0
100.0

boo.°

100.0

100.0

100.0

97.4 100.0

00.0 100.0

00.0

00.0
00.0

100.0

100 0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

0

100.0

00.0 100.0

00.0 100.0

00.0 00:0
0

100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0

100.0
100.0
100.0
98.9

100,0
IC10.0

10010
100

100.0 100.0 100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0
400.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0

00.0
100.0

100.
10.0.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0

100.0

100,
100.0

100.0

100.0
100.0
100.'0

100.0

100,0

100.0

100.0
100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0
100.0

rIr. ff!fis ff3 11

100.0

00 0

100.0
00.0
100.0.

100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0

100.0
0

100.0

1011.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0
100.0

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

684

ASO



TABLE 250

PERCENT RESPOi E OUSIDE ASSISTANCE NEEDED
(TO COPt. BEHAVIOR& P.ROBLVIS

BY 'TOTAL. E AND FEMALL RLSPONaNTS.
BY ZONE

TOTAL a.

YES% NO

X7.5 82.5

17.9 82.

13.6 86.4

100.0 2.0

22.2 77.8

80.0 204
27.1 .t2.9

59.5 40.

70.0 3O.0

66.7i. 33.3
50.0 AO
42.9 57.1

34.2 65.8

6 .5 38.5

7.7 92.3

0 0

12.7 7

D0.0 ' 01

45.2;.54.8

9.4 90.6

80 . 20.0

17.8 82.2

11.1 88.9

85.7 14.3

HALE RESPONDENT
YEs% '/N NO% N

50.0

)6.7

45.0

50.0

16.7

83.3

55.0

50.0

83.3

23.1 3

0 0

1-00.0 3

BEST COPY AVAILABLE 685

FEULE'RESPONDENT
NO% NYtS%. N

18.2 8

18.8 6

6.7 3

00.0 '2

16.7 1

75,0 3

7615 13

k2.5

71.4

20

5
100.0 2

50.0 3

50.0 1

31.9 29

63.8 7

0 0
0

10.7 8

100.0 1

42.9 12

*7'.4 2

80.0 4

15.6 5

14.3 1

81.8 9

sot

81.8 36

81'.3 26

93.3 42

0 0

83.3 5

25.0 ;

73.5 36

31.5 12

28:6 2

50.0

50.0

68.1

36.4

100.0

0

3

11

62

4

0

89.3 67

0 0

57.1 16

92.6 25

20.0 1

84.4 21

85.7 6

18.2 2



PEIFREAT

TABLE 251

eitUffilt
MALE cSPun

BY ZONE

100.0 100.0

00.0- 10.1.
100.0 0

,100.0

O 100.0

O 100.0 100.0 100.0

88.9 100.0

100.0 100.0

I101.0

10.0.0

100.0

100.0.

100.G

0

0

0

100.0 1.00.0 100.0
100.0

100.0

100.0

0 109.0

O 100.0

0 100.0

66.7 92.3

O 100.0

O 0

O 0'

0

100.0

100.0

100.0.

100.0

88.9

100.0

0 0

0

O 0 100.0

O 0 U

O 100,0 100.0

0 0 0

0

100.0

100.0

0

100.0

0

'90.0

100.0:

100.0

100.0

0

100.0

O 0

100.0 100 0
0. 100.

100.0 100.

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

686
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1`4 TABLE 252

PERCENT ITSPOKSE, OF Tilkt.IST OF
SPEUAL ALM CARE POGRm.1 FROM WHICH

HOU OLD 0ERS COPID BENEFIT
BY F F BENEOKutNis

BY LONt
41.

TOTAL MALE RESPONDENT

1 f.! FI I
100.0
100.0

/00.0
100.0

100 0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0 0 100.0
0

100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0

100.0
100:0
100.0
100.0

0

100.0
100.0

too.6
100:0

100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0

0 0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0
100.0

100.
100.
100.
100.

100 ;0
100.0
100.0

100.0 96.
100.0
100.0 100.

0

Mrffrt..M114, iMitfffellt
1111M tl VITIM it f* 1 41 t OS 1.

IMIffirl$1 *WMririmmirwiffrinwririst 4$4
0anintrwininurawis

ri1171111117106. a

100. 100.0
,100.

0

100.
10 .
100.
1,00.

100.0
0

100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0

00

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0
100.0
-100.0

00.0
100.0
P.00.

100.0,
100.0
100.0
1110.0

100.0

100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0

0
100.0

0

100.0
160.0
100.0

0
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SEI;ECT BIBLIOGRAPHY

THE P040IVINO BIRIJOGRA.t HY REPRIN'T'S A s#EcrioN

OP PUBLICATIONS THAT IN SOME 'WAY DIAL wen gulls
a

STATUS IN TEXAS AND ALONG THE U.S. -MEIOCO BORDER. -TEE..

ITEMS INCLUDED r! THE BIBLIOGRAPHY ARE NOT CITED IN THE
67 I

BODE OF TMS 'REPORT, BUT ARE INTENDED TO PROVME THE

DITEREsTab READER writ A BROAD BACKGROUND ON THE

LITERATURE AVAILABLE TO 1101/HER POE REPORT AND GRVIT

WRITDIG.' IT IS ASSUVIED THAT TEX REPORT AND THE DATA

CONTAINED HEREIN WILL BE USED IN THE PREPARATION OF

SUBSEQUENT IXCUKENTS IN WHICH TEE BIBUIDORApmc souRCEs,

WILL BE OP AtiSliTANCE..

638.

652
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